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DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 


OF   THE 


SENATE  OF  CANADA 


FOR  THE 


SECOND  SESSION  of  the  FOURTH  PARLIAUENT  of  the  DOMINION 

OF   CANADA,  CALLED  for  despatch  op  BUSINESS  on  the 

Twelfth  day  of  February,  1880. 


SENATE  CHAMBER, 
Thufaday,  February  12th,  1880. 

The  Members  of  the  Senate  having 
assembled,  were  informed  that  a  Commis- 
sion under  the  Greiit  St>al  had  been 
issued,  appointing  the  Hon.  Davli  Lewis 
Macphftrson  to  be  the  Speaker  of  the 
Senate. 

The  snid  Commission  was  then  read  by 
ilie  Cleik. 

The  hon.  the  Sj)eaker  then  took  the 
Chair  at  the  foot  of  the  Throne,  to  which 
lie  was  conducted  by  the  Hon,  Sir  Alex. 
Ca»*jpbell  and  the  Hon.  Mr.  Aikins,  the 
C^ntleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod 
preceding. 

The  Mace  (which  before  lay  under  the 
Table)  was  then  laid  upon  the  Table,  and 
it  was 

Ordered — ^That  the  said  Mace  be  carried 
l)efore  His  Honor. 

NEW  SENATORS, 

The  Speaker  pi*esented  to  the  House 
returns  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery,  setting  forth  that  His  Excel- 
lency the  Governor-General  had  sum- 
inoned  to  the  Senate, — 

Hugh  Nelson,  of  Burrard  Inlet,  Esq., 
in  the  room  of  the  Hon.  Robert  W.  W. 
<!arra]l,  deceased. 

1 


Jedediah  Slason  Carvell,  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island,  Esq.,  in  the  room  of  the  Hon. 
Thomas  Heath  Haviland,  resigned,  and 

John  Boyd,  of  the  city  of  St. 
Johns,  in  the  Province  of  New  Bruns- 
wick, Esq.,  in  the  room  of  the  Hon. 
Ro»^ert  D.  Wilmot,  resigned. 

Mr.  Carveli,oneof  the  newly-appointed 
raerobei-s,  then  took  the  oath  }»rescribed 
by  law,  and  was  conducted  to  his  seat. 

The  House  was  p.dj'^urned  during 
pleasure,  and  shortly  afterwards  resumed. 

His  Excellency  the  Governor-Greneral 
being  seated  on  the  Throne, 

The  S|)eaker  commanded  the  Gentle- 
man Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  to  proceed 
to  the  House  of  Commons  and  acquaint 
that  House — "It  is  His  Excellency's 
pleasure  they  attend  him  immediately  in 
this*  House." 

Who,  being  come  with  their  Speaker, 

His  Excellency  the  Governor-General 
was  then  pleased  to  o|)en  the  Session  by 
a  gracious  Speech  to  both  Houses. 

THE  SPEECH  FROM  THE  THRONE. 
Honorable  Oentlemen  of  the  SeruUt; 

Oentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commont  : 

I  have  great  pleasure  in  meeting  you  again 
for  the  despatch  of  the  business  of  the 
country. 

The  abundant  harvest  with  which  Provi- 
dence has  blessed  Canada  is  a  cause  for  the 
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the  Throne. 


deepest  thankfulness  ;  and  I  heartily  congrat- 
olate  you  on  the  evidences  which  surround  uh 
of  a  recovery  from  the  commercial  and  indus- 
trial depression  which  has  ho  long  weighed 
down  the  energies  of  the  people. . 

Our  returning  prosperity  should,  1  think, 
direct  onr  attention  to  the  less  fortunate  cir- 
cumstances of  our  fellow-subjects  in  Ireland 
where  so  much  destitution  prevails,  and  I 
invite  your  consideration  of  the  Ik  st  means  of 
showing  our  practical  sympathy  with  their 
distress. 

We  have  reason  to  congratulate  ourselves  on 
the  number  of  settlers  who  have,  during  the 
past  year,  come  into  our  North-Wcst  from 
Great  britain  and  the  United  States, as  well  as 
from  the  older  Provinces  of  the  Dominion. 
The  visit  of  two  members  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  the  agricultural  distress  in  the 
Mother  Country,  and  the  favorable  report  of 
the  tenant  farmers  who,  at  the  instance  of  my 
Government,  have  examined  into  the  farming 
capabilities  of  the  Dominion,  will,  it  is 
believed,  largely  increase  the  number  of  im- 
migrants during  the  present  year.  Prepara- 
tions must  be  made  for  their  reception,  and 
your  attention  will  be  specially  called  to  this 
subject. 

Every  effort  has  been  made  to  hasten  the 
construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
from  Lake  Sup«'rior  to  Red  River,  and  no 
doubt  is  entertained  that  the  railway  will  be 
opened  for  traffic  between  those  important 
points  within  the  time  specifit^l  in  the  c^in- 
tracts.  Under  the  authority  given  by  Parlia- 
ment last  Session,  nearly  one  hundred  miles, 
from  Red  River  to  the  western  boundary  of 
Manitoba,  has  been  placed  under  contract,  and 
tenders  are  about  being  asked  for  for  the  (.'6n- 
struction  of  another  bundled  miles  from  the 
boundary  westward.  The  completion  of  these 
two  sections  will,  at  an  early  day,  afford  rail- 
way facilities  through  two  hundred  miles  'of 
the  most  fertile  land  in  the  North- West.  After 
an  exploratory  survey  of  the  line  from  Port 
Simpson  to  the  Pine  River  Pass  and  through 
the  Peace  River  country,  it  has  been  decided 
to  adopt  the  location  of  the  line  to  Burrard 
Inlet,  and  contracts  have  been  awaixit^d  for 
one  hundred  and  twenty-seven  miles  of  the 
railway,  between  Emory's  Bar  on  the  Fraser 
River  and  Savona'a  Ferry.  This  work  will  be 
Tigorously  proceeded  with  so  soon  as  the 
spring  opens.  Its  construction  will  complete 
the  most  difficult  portion  of  the  Canadian 
The  iSpeeeh, 


Pacific  Railway,  and  secure  the  connection  by- 
steam  of  the  fertile  district  of  Kamloops  with 
the  capital  of  British  Columbia. 

The  adoption  of  a  rigid  system  of  economy^ 
in  the  management  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way has,  without  impairing  the  efficiency  of 
its  working,  effected  such  a  diminution  of 
expense  as  to  warrant  the  belief  that  the 
countiy  will  in  future  be  relieved  from  any 
considerable  burden  in  connection  with  it» 
operation. 

In  consequence  of  the  entire  failure  of  the 
usual  food  supply  of  the  Indians  in  the  North- 
West,  a  large  expenditure  has  bei-n  necessarily 
incurrtd  to  save  them  from'  starvation.  It  is 
hoped  that  the  efforts  which  are  now  bi;ing  made 
to  settle  the  several  bands  on  the  reserves,  and 
to  induce  them  to  betake  themselves  to  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil,  may  prevent  the  neces- 
sity of  similar  calls  for  relief  in  the  future. 

Oentlemen  of  the  House  qf  Commons: 

The  Estimates  for  the  ensuing  year  will  be 
laid  before  you ;  they  have  been  prepared  with 
all  due  regard  to  economy. 

You  will  be  pleased  to  learn  that  the  effect 
of  the  tariff  of  last  Session  in  the  development 
ot  the  varied  indu>trie8  of  the  country  has,  oa 
the  whole,  been  very  satisfactory.  The  expe- 
rience acquired  since  it  came  into  operation  in 
March  last,  has  suggested  the  expediency  of 
some  amendments,  to  which  your  attention 
will  be  directed . 

Honorable  Gtnilemen  qfthe  Senate  ; 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons: 

Bills  for  the  better  organization  of  tite  Civil 
Service,  for  the  consolidation  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  Laws,  and  for  the  amendment  of  the 
acts  relating  to  the  Dominion  Lands,  to  th» 
Public  Works,  to  the  Indians  of  the  North- 
West,  and  to  the  Mounted  Police  Force,  will 
be  laid  before  you. 

The  Acts  incorporating  the  Banks  of  tho 
Dominion  will  expire  next  year,  and  the  pre- 
sent would  seem  a  favorable  time  for  a  full 
con^ide^ation  of  our  banking  system,  and  of 
the  subject  of  the  currency  as  connected  with 
that  system . 

The  subject  of  the  laws  relating  to  InsoU 
yency  will  doubtless  engage  your  attention. 
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The  increasing  foreign  trade  of  Canada,  and 
the  prospect  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
itiW  enter,  ere  long,  into  negotiations  with 
foreign  nations  on  the  subject  of  their  traile 
and  commercial  relations,  demand  our  closest 
attention  and  watchfulness,  wliile  the  rapid 
dcTclopment  of  the  Dominion  is  continually 
giririg  rise  to  important  matters  requiring  the 
support  and  action  of  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment. With  the  concurrence  of  Her  Majesty, 
I  therefore  recommend  you  to  sanction  the 
appointment  of  a  p<;rmaneut  representative  of 
CBoada  in  London  to  guard  her  various 
interests. 

The  subjects  I  have  mentioned  are  of  great 
importance.  I  commend  them,  with  full  con- 
fidence in  your  wisdom  and  patriotism,  to  your 
best  consideration. 

Hia  Excellency  the  Governor-General 
was  pleaded  to  retire  and  tlie  House 
of  Commons  withdrew. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  intro- 
duced a  Bill  intituled  :  ''An  Act  respect- 
ing Railways." 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

THE  ADDRESS. 

The  Speaker  reported  His  Excellency's 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  and  the  same 
being  read  by  the  Clerk, 

Hon.  Sii  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
— ^That  the  House  do  take  into  consider- 
ation the  Speech  of  His  Excellency  tlie 
Governor-General  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agi*eed  to. 

THE  ORDERS  AND  CUSTOMS   OF   THE 
SENATp. 

Hon.  Sir  A  LEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
— ^That  all  the  Members  present  during 
this  Ses-sion  be  a^ >pointed  a  Committee  to 
consider  thu  Orders  and  Customs  of  this 
House  and  Privileges  of  Parliament,  and 
that  the  said  Committee  have  leave  to 
meet  in  this  House  when  and  as  often  as 
ibey  plt*ase. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

DEPARTMENTAL   REPORTS. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBKLL  pre- 
oente  i  to  the  House  the  Report  of  the 
The  Speech. 


Postmaster-General  for  the  year  ending 
30th  June,  1879. 

Onlered — That  the  same  do  lie  on  the 
Table. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  pre- 
sented to  the  House  the  Rej)ort  of  the 
state  of  the  Militia  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  for  the  year  1879. 

Ordered — That  the  same  do  lie  on  the 
Tablp. 

The  House  adjourned  at  *4  p.nu 


THE  SENATE. 

Friday,  Februanj  ISlh,  1880, 

Tl«  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

THE    ADDRESS. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL,  (in  French)— I 
intend  to  profiose  an  Address  in  reply  to 
the  Speech  with  which  the  worthy  repre- 
sentative of  our  Gracious  Soverei  n  has 
favored  us,  but  before  doing  so  I  desire 
to  con<2:ratalate  the  Government  and  this 
Chaml)er  on  the  happy  events  which  the 
year  1880  has  brought  us.  The  most 
important  is  the  safe  return  to  the  Dom- 
inion of  Her  Royal  Highness  the  Prin- 
cess Louise.  The  joy  of  the  people  has 
been  manifested  by  the  numerous  ad- 
dresses which  have  been  presented  to  her, 
testifying  the  loyal  attachment  of  the 
people  of  Canada  to  the  daughter  of  our 
Most  Gracious  Sovei-eign  and  to  the  Bri- 
tish Crown.  I  desire,  also,  to  congratu- 
late this  hon.  House  on  the  ap|»oint- 
ment  of  the  hon.  Senator  for  Saugeen  to 

'  the  Speakership  of  the  Senate,  and  his 
promotion  to  the  position  of  a  member  of 
the  Privy  Council.  This  choice  is  an 
honor  to  th<^  Senate  as  well  as  to- our  col- 
league, and  it  is  a  decided  advantage  to. 

I  this  hon.  botly  to  be  presided  over 
by  HO  oistinguished.  a  statesman,  a  gentle- 

I  man  who  has  taken  such  an  active 
and  prominent  part  in  the  deliates 
and  proceedings  of  this  House.  We,  the 
French-speaking  people  of  Canada,  are 
pleased  to  obsei've  with  what  purity  and 
ele/^ance  the  Speaker  of  the  Senate  k- 
presses  himself  in  our  o«vn  language 
and  we  see  in  that  event  the  dawn  ot  the 
fortunate  day  when  the  French  tongue 
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will  be  practicalljr  on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  English  language  in  this  House. 
It  aiTords  me  no  little  pleasure  to  feel 
that,  in  addressing  myself  to  jou,  Mr. 
Speaker,  iu  the  language  which  1  learned 
from  my  mother,  that  I  am  thoroughly 
understood  by  you  who,  as  President  of 
this     hon.     bi»dy,    represent    in     your 
person  the  whole  House.     I  also   con- 
gratulate the  House  on  the  incident  which 
has  brought  a];»out  your  promotion — an 
incident  which  gave  to  your  predecessor 
a  still  more  exalted  position.     It  enables 
me  to  express,  without  reserve,  my  un- 
qu:4lifi'>d  appreciation  of  the  appointment 
of  yourself  as  our  presiding  officer.     But, 
Mr.  iS|»eaker,  there  is  nothing  perfect  m 
this  world  ;  in  the  most  beautiful  pictures 
there  are  always  shadows  ;  in  the  bright- 
est sky  there  is  always  a  cloud.      There 
exists    in    this  Chami»er  an     excellent 
tradition     that     it      is     the     privilege 
of    every     member,    even     under     the 
circumstances  in  which  1  have  the  honor 
to  be  now,  to  state  his  views  freely  and 
fully.     Permit  me,  then,  to  express  my 
inmost  thoughts  u|)on  this  subject  with- 
out reserve.     While  1   congi*atulate  the 
Government  and  this  Chamber  in  having 
made   such    an    excellent    choice  in  the 
peraoh  of    our    new    Sj^aker,  I  cannit 
help  expressing  the  appi-ehensions  which, 
in    some   quarters,    have    been  aroused 
by  that  appointment.     I  have  no  doubt, 
Mr.  Speaker,  thau  the  well-known  mod- 
esty   of    yourself  and  your    hon.    col- 
leagues in   this  House,  the   Minister  of 
Mil  ilia  and  the  Secretary   of  State,  pre- 
vents you  from  seeing  what  a  preponder- 
ance  is    given    in    the    Council  of  the 
nation    to  the  fortunate  section  of  On- 
tatio  which  has  the  advantage  of  possess- 
ing men  of  such  superior  ability,  large 
influence  and  forje  of  character  as  your- 
self and    your    two    colleagues  in  this 
House,  over  other   parts   of  Canada  less 
f avoided  and  not  represented  in  the  Sen- 
ate   by  -such     distinguished    men.       I 
repeat.  Sir,  that   this   has   awakened  in 
the   minds   of   some    of    your    brother 
senators^  appi*ehenRion8  that  the  equili- 
brium  and   equality    which    should  be 
preserved  as  far  as  possible  between  the 
different    provinces,    would    no    longer 
exist.     The  Senate,  it  is    well   known, 
was  designed  to  protect  minorities  ;  but 
what  becomes   of  that  equilibrium  when 
the  whole  weight  of  such  an  enormous 
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influence  as  is  represented  by   the  three 
members  of  the  Cabinet  in  this  House  is 
thrown  into    one    scale  of  the  balance  t 
No  other   influence   can   counterbalance 
it,  and    this    is    why  appi-ehensions  are 
felt.      I    am     sure     that      when     the 
Speaker,      and      his     two      hon     col- 
leagues     in       this       House      devoted 
their     whole    lives     and      their    great 
talents    to     acquiring     the    knowledge 
and    experience     necessary    to    qualify 
them  for  the  service  of  their  country  and 
to  fit  them  to  respond  to  the  dictates  of 
patriotism,  they  little  dreamed  that  those 
veiy  attainments    would  be   a  source  of 
appreliension  on  the  part  of  their  brother 
Senators.     But,  as  I  have  already  said, 
there   is  nothing  perfect  in  this  world  ; 
there  is  always  a  cloud   in  the  brightest 
sky,  and  what   I  have  alluded  to  is  but 
a  cloud  after  all.     In  the  Speech  which 
it  has  pleased  His  Excellency  to  deliver 
to  us,  he  states  that  he  is  happy  to  meet 
again  the  Parliament  of  Canada.     It  is 
pleasant  to  know   that  there   exists  be- 
tween the  representative  of  Our  Gracious 
Queen   and   the   representatives   of  our 
people  pei-fect  harmony.     It  is  certainly 
a  great  advantage  to  any  country  when 
the  representative  of  authority  is  in  per- 
fect unity  of  sentiment  with  the  |)eople. 
I     have     no     doubt    that     this  hon. 
House  is  equally  happy  to  meet  His  Ex- 
cellency at  the   opening  of  Parliament. 
The  second  pamgraph  of  the  Speech  ex- 
presses a  sentiment  of  gratitude  to  Pro- 
vidence for  the  abundant  harvest  of  laist 
year.    I  believe  that  it  is  a  faithful  inter- 
pretation of  the  sentiment  of  our  people. 
Providence  has  blessed  us  with  an  abun- 
dant harvest,  and  prosperity  is  returning 
to  the  country.     In  this   paragraph  will 
be  found,  I  hope  (indeed  I  am  confident), 
enough    to   relieve   some  of    our    hon. 
friends  from   the  anxiety  in  which  they 
were,  that  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald's  Gov- 
ernment would  encroach  upon  the  rights 
of  Divine  Providence,  and  attribute  the 
return  of  prosperity    to  his  advent  to 
power.     That  returning  prospeiity  I   do 
not  attribute  wholly  to  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  but  I  believe  that  they  de- 
serve a  share  of  credit  for  having  par- 
sued  a  course  which  ha^  enabled  the  peo- 
ple to  avaU  themselves   of  every  oppor- 
tunity to  relieve  the  country  of  the  de- 
pression.    Instead,  of  folding  their  arms 
and  leaving  everything  to  Providence, 
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thej  put  themselves  energetically  to  work 
to  restore  prosperity  to  the  country. 
Their  predecessors  followed  the  example 
of  the  unfaithful  servant  who  folded  his 
talent  in  a  napkin  and  buried  it  in  the 
ground,  trusting  to  Providence  entirely. 
In  the  next  paragraph,  His  Excellency 
calls  attention  to  the  less  fortunate  con- 
dition of  our  fellow-subjects  in  Ireland, 
and  proposes  that  we  shall  manifest  our 
sympathy  with  them  in  their  distress  in 
a  practical  manner.  I  hope  that  this 
Parliament  will  be  prompt  in  accepting 
the  suggestion,  and  in  doing  so  we  will 
meet  with*  the  views  of  the  whole  people 
of  the  Dominion.  He  congratulates  us, 
in  the  next  paragraph,  on  the  rapid 
settlement  of  the  J^orth-West.  The  de- 
velopment of  that  great  country  is 
oi  vital  importance  to  the  Dominion,  and 
I  am  glad  t^  observe  that  the  subject 
occupies  such  a  conspicious  place  in  the; 
Speech.  In  fact  the  question  of  develop- 
ing our  North-West  is  amongst  all 
others  the  question  par  eoccellence,  the 
main  feature  of  Canadian  politics.  We 
possess  the  means  of  at  once  developing 
our  resoui^ces  and  of  ameliorating  the 
condition  of  those  who  are  at  present  in 
a  state  of  destitution  in  the  old  world. 
Nothing  is  wanting  in  our  great  Nortli- 
West  but  the  arms  of  industrious  settlers 
to  multiply  its  natural  wealth  a  hundred 
fold.  The  question  of  developing  that 
magnificent  country  overshadows  all 
others  with  which  we  have  to  deal. 
The  time  way  of  accompli.shing  the  work 
is  by  completing  that  part  of  our  Pacific 
Railway  which  will  put  the  North  West 
in  direct  communication  with  the  old 
provinces.  This,  we  are  assured  by  His 
Excellency,  is  to  be  done  very  soon.  He 
tells  us  that  the  railway  is  to  penetrate 
to  the  very  heart  of  the  fertile  belt  of 
the  North- West,  and  that  we  can  each 
the  prairie  lands  through  our  own  coun- 
try. When  the  Pacific  Railway  f»nter- 
prise  was  fii-st  broached,  apprehen- 
sions, which  seemed  at  the  time  to 
some  perfectly  legitimate,  were  ex[)ressod 
as  to  the  possibility  of  the  Dominion 
accomplishing  such  a  vast  undertaking, 
but  events  have  justified  the  far-seeing 
statesmanship  of  the  men  who  devised 
the  scheme.  There  is  a  nhrase  in  the 
Address  which  has  specially  struck  me  ; 
in  the  French  version  it  diffin-s  somewhat 
from  the  English.  In  the  former  we  are 
Ilmi.  Mr,  Trudd, 


assured  that  the  Pacific  Railway  will  be 
pushed  to  "  the  heart  of  the  most  fertile 
country  in  the  world."  These  are  pre- 
cisely the  words  uttered  by  Napoleon  the 
First,  when,  from  the  Alps,  he  pointed  out 
to  his  soldiers  the  plains  of  Italy  and  of- 
fered to  their  bravery  the  conquest  of 
"  the  most  fertile  country  in  the  world." 
When  I  heard  that  from  HisE.xcellency, 
I  at  first  thought  that  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Milicia  had  suggested  the  phi*ase,  and 
intended  to  lead  this  Parliarat-nt  to  the 
conquest  of  the  North- West,  but 
as  he  looks  so  pacific,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  he  has  reference  to  a 
peaceful  conquest — a  victory  over  nature 
in  the  wilds  of  the  North-West,  from 
which  the  whole  Dominion  will  deiive  a 
lasting  banefit.  Every  patriotic  Canadian 
who  has  the  success  of  his  country  at 
heart  should  lend  every  effort  to  making 
the  North-West  what  it  should  be,  and 
what  it  must  ultimately  and  ere  long 
become — not  only  the  granary  of  Canada, 
but  also  the  principal  gran:t'y  of  a  laige 
j)ortion  of  the  population  of  Europe.  The 
next  paragi-aph  conveys  the  cheering 
information  that  the  cost  of  managing  the 
Intercolonial  hiis  been  materially  dimin- 
ished. It  Ls  a  subject  on  which  wo  may 
well  congratulate  the  country.  Hon. 
gentlemen  will  recall  the  time  when  the 
Intercolonial  was  regarded  as  a  necessity 
to  complete  Confedei^tion,  and  when 
the  expense  of  maintaining  it  was  re- 
garded as  a  necessary  and  unavoidable 
outlay.  Now,  we  find  that,  by  economy 
in  management,  the  road  is  like  y,  ere 
long,  to  earn  sufficient  to  cover  ihe  cost 
of  operating  it»  and  may  yet  become  even 
a  source  of  revenue.  In  the  saniQ  way 
in  our  Province,  apprehensions  were 
entertained  for  a  time  that  the  North 
Shore  Railway  would  be  a  burden  upon 
the  people,  but  in  both  of  those 
great  works.  I  am  hai)py  to  observe, 
the^e  appi*ehensions  have  not  been  jus- 
tified by  experience.  They  have  ceased 
to  be  a  burden,  and  promise  to  yield  a 
dirtsct  return  for  the  outlay  upon  them. 
These  indications  of  prosperity  are  not 
only  grat  fying  from  a  financial  point  of 
view,  but  also  because  they  indicate  an 
increasing  trade  beiween  tue  Mari*iime 
Provinces  anil  old  Canada.  Ihey  prove 
that  the  j>rinci|)al  object  of  Confedera- 
tion has  been  attained — that  is,  giving 
the  British  provinces  the  advajitagcs  of 
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commercial  intercourse  between  each 
other.  The  paragraph  which  refei-s  to 
the  effect  of  the  new  tariff  will  recall  to 
the  minds  of  hon.  gentlemen  the  problem 
which  WH8  presented  to  them  last  session 
— how.  call  a  tariff  be  protective  and  at 
the  same  time  be  a  revenue  tariff?  W« 
were  told  by  the  opponents  of  the  Nation- 
al Policy  th;^,t  thei'e  was  an  antagonism 
between  the  two;  that  if  the  tariff  was 
protective  it  could  not  yield  a  revenue, 
and  if  a  revenue  tariff,  then  it  could  not 
protect.  That  was  a  problem  which 
troubled  some  of  us  consideral»ly,  but  His 
Excellency  informs  us  that  it  is  in  a  way  of 
satisfactory  solution.  He  tells  us  that  it  is 
augmenting  the  revenue,  and  protecting 
our  industries,  and  it  is,  therefore,  per- 
fectly successful.  We  shall  be  pleased 
to  consider  the  measures  relaxing  to  the 
Civil  Service,  the  Inland  Revenue  Laws, 
the  Indians  and  other  subjects  mentioned 
in  the  next  paragraph.  This  is  a  young 
country,  and  we  must  be  guided  largely 
by  experience  in  the  admiuist ration  of 
our  public  affaii*s.  I  notice  that  there 
is  a  ])arHgraph  j)romising  legislation  on 
our  banking  system.  A  monetary  system 
having  a  solid  basis  is  the  principal  foun- 
dation of  a  country's  pros|)erity.  The 
question  i;  one  of  great  importance  and 
the  measure  will  be  watched  for  with 
interest.  The  measure  relating;  to  bank- 
ruptcy is  also  looked  for  by  the  public. 
No  doubt  the  debates  which  took  ))lace 
upon*  this  subject  last  session  will  lead 
to  effective  legislation,  which  will 
put  an  end  to  the  dUasti-oi.s  effects  of 
the  present  law.  I  now  come  to  the 
last,  and,  I  may  say,  the  most  important 
paragiuph  of  His  Excellency's  Speech. 
It  ri»ads  as  follows  : 

<'  The  increaning  foreign  trade  of  Canada  and 
the  proHpec't  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  enter,  ere  long,  into  negotiations  with 
foreign  nations  on  the  subject  of  their  trade 
and  commercial  relations  demand  our  closest 
attention  and  watchfulness,  while  the  rapid 
development  of  the  Dominion  is  continually 
giving  rise  to  important  matters  requiring  the 
support  and  action  of  the  Imperial  Govern, 
ment.  With  the  concurrence  of  Her  Majesty, 
I  therefore  recommend  you  to  sanction  the 
appointment  of  a  permanent  representative 
of  Canada  in  liondon  to  guard  her  various 
interests.'* 

This  declaration  from  His  Excellency, 
anl  the  good  reasons  we  have  to  believe 
that  our  expectiitions  will  not  be  decep- 
tive, especially  when  one  of  our  ablest 
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statesmen  is  apjx>inted  to  represent  us  at 
the  seat  of  the  Imperial  Government, 
dispose,  at  least  to  a  certain  extent,  for 
the  present,  of  the  questions  of"  emanci- 
pation and  annexation."  T  have  no 
doubt  that,  owing  to  the  intelligei^t  exer- 
tions of  our  Government  in  that  diree* 
tion,  England  will  either  obtain  for  ua, 
from  foreign  countries,  the  privilege 
of  participating  in  the  benefits  of  her 
treaties  of  commerce,  or,  we  will  be  put 
in  such  an  independent  position  as  to  be 
able  to  ne;j!Otiate  for  ourselves,  and 
establish  dii'ectly  our  comoH^rcial  rela- 
tions with  foreign  nations  of  the  whole 
world.  A  very  few  voices  have  been,  it 
is  true,  raised  in  the  Pi-ovince  to  which  I 
behmg  against  Britisii  connection.  A 
few  have  seemed  impatient  to  throw  off 
our  allegiance  to  Grt*at  Britain.  To  the 
ex  sting  state  of  affairs  they  could  have 
only  two  grounds  of  objection  :  First, 
our  exclusion  from  the  benefit  of  the 
treaties  regulating  the  commercial  inter- 
course between  England  and  other  coun- 
tries ;  and  second,  the  extravagant  ex- 
penses in  which  this  Dominion  might 
be  involved  in  maintaining  monnr- 
chical  institutions  on  this  cjntinent. 
The  Speech  from  the  Throne  disposes  of 
the  fi i-st  objection.  There  is  good  rea- 
son to  hope  that  Canada  will  more  easily 
succeed  in  establishing  her  commercial 
relations  with  the  concurrence  and  assis- 
tance of  England  than  if  left  alone. 
Instead  of  being  left  abruptly  to  our  own 
resources,  with  the  additional  burden  of 
the  necessary  expenses  occasioned  by  in- 
dependence, we  will  be  gradually 
emancipated  commercially  while  secured 
by  the  protection  of  England, 
and  will  maintain  our  fiolitical 
connection  with  the  Empii*e  to  the  mu- 
tual benefit  of  both  countries.  As  to  the 
second  objection,  it  is  true  that  in  this 
free  land  of  America,  we  are  inclined  to 
believe  that  there  is  no  reason  why  mo- 
narchical institutions  should  exist  and 
that  in  such  a  new  country  as  ours,  with- 
out great  wealth,  without  territorial  and 
hereditary  aristocracy  it  may  be  ruinous 
to  incur  the  expenses  of  a  court,  yet  this 
objection  has  no  foundation  when  we  i*e- 
member  that,  in  our  days,  it  is  not  always 
the  princes  who  furnish  examples  of  ruin- 
ous extravagance  and  luxury.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  some  presidents  of  repuldics  ex- 
hibit to  the    world  more  princely  |K)mp 
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than  kings  themselves  1  Is  it  not  well 
known  that  mere  pi^dents  of  popular 
assembliefi  (as  is  the  case  in 
France)  squander  millions  to  revive  the 
pageantry  of  the  ancient  Caesars  1  For 
ourselves,  we  have  the  good  fortune  to 
live  under  a  sovereign  who  sets  a  dif- 
ferent example  to  the  world.  We  have 
heen  accustomed  to  see  sparkling  on  the 
throne  more  of  the  domestic  virtues  than 
of  the  luxury  of  the  courts.  We  have, 
io  the  fjerson  of  our  Most  Gracious  Queen, . 
a  whole  life  (one  of  the  longest  spent  on 
a  throne)  wholly  devoted  to  the  welfare 
of  her  subjects  and  to  giving  the  royal 
family  a  precious  educati.^n.  And  I  ask 
you,  hon.  gentlemen,  what  part  of 
that  existence  h  is  l)een  absorbed  by  the 
pomp  of  the^court  1  Is  it  when  we  have 
the  atlvantage  of  possessing  in  our  midst 
the  worthy  daughter  of  our  Queen,  that 
illustrious  princess  who  for  fifteen  months 
has  reproduced  in  Canada  all  the  virtues 
of  her  royal  mother,  that  we  have  reason 
to  ap|Trehend  the  luxury  of  royalty  1 
Hon.  gentlemen,  you  are  all  aware  what 
e)<amples'of  noble  simplicity  Her  Royal 
Highness  has  furnished  ns  since  her 
arrival  amongst  us.  You  know  that,  to 
the  astonishment  of  a  great  many, 
she  has,  by  her  example,  given 
our  wives  and  our  daughters 
lessons  of  economy  and  industry  in  the 
administration  of  her  household.  She 
"has  condescended  to  take  an  interest  in 
all  the  details  of  domestic  life  and  has 
shown  herself  more  proud  of  her  know- 
ledge and  pmctice  ot  domestic  economy 
than  of  the  majesty  of  the  throne  to 
^hich  she  has  been  accustomed  from  her 
birth.  Indeed,  we,  the  sons  of  the  people, 
did  not  expect  that  such  an  example 
should  comedown  to  us  fiom  thn  throne. 
Annexation  has  been  8|)oken  of,  but  those 
who  give  utterance  to  such  ideas  sh'^w 
that  they  do  not  know  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  Canada.  Monarchical  institu- 
tions are  deeply  rooted  in  the  hearts  of" 
the  Canadian  p^^ople.  We  had  an  evi- 
dence ot  that  lately.  When  we  were  told 
that  Her  Royal  Highness  was  to  condde 
lier  precious  existence  to  the  inconstant 
•waves  of  the  ocean,  was  there  not  univer- 
sal anxiety  amidst  our  people?  And 
why  is  it  that  our  thoughts  followed  her 
on  the  ocean,  and  our  hearts  throbbed 
with  e  notion  at  the  idea  that  a  life  so 
.precious  for  the  welfare  of  Canada  might 
EofL  Mr.  TrudeL 


be  lost  1  Because  that  noble  princess  had 
won  our  hearts  by  her  amiable  qualities, 
her  artistic  tastes  and  the  deep  interest 
she  had  evinced  in  Canada.  But  there  is 
still  a  greater  reason,  of  which  we  were 
perhaps  unconscious  :  Her  Royal  High- 
ness is  descended  from  the  line  of  our 
kings.  She  reprr*sent3  amongst  us  a 
great  principle — the  principle  of  royalty, 
the  principle  of  legitimacy,  the  true  Con- 
servative principle.  With  those  re- 
marks, hon.  gentlemen,  I  have  the  honor 
to  move,  seconded  by  Hon.  Mr.  Vidal, 
that  the  following  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  to  offer  the  respectful  thanks  of 
this  House  to  His  Excellency  f  »r  the 
gracious  Speech  which  His  Excellency 
has  been  pleased  to  make  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  namely  : — 

"To  His  Excellency  the  Right  Honorable 
Sir  John  Douglas  Sutherland  Campbt^ll  (com- 
monlvc-alled  the  Maiquirt  of  Lome),  Knight  of 
the  Most  Ancient  and  MoHt  Noble  Order  of 
the  Thistle.  Knight  Qran<i  Ufokh  of  the  Most 
DJBtinguished  Order  of  Saint  Michael  and 
S)iiDt  George,  Gov  rnor-General  of  Canada  and 
Vice-Admiral  of  the  same,  4^c . ,  kc. 

"  Mat  it  Please  Yovr  [Sxobllinot  : 

"We,  Her  Majesty's  duti  fid  and  loyal  subjects, 
the  Senate  of  Canada  in  Parliament  assembled, 
respectfully  thank  Your  Excellency  tor  your 
gracir)us  Speech  at  the  opening  of  this  sessioQ, 

"  We  also  thank  Your  Excellen<'y  for  express- 
ing pleasure  at  meeting  us  again  for  the  de- 
spati'h  of  the  business  of  the  country. 

**  We  agree  with  Your  Excellency  in  feeling 
that  the  abundant  harvest  with  which  Provi- 
dence  has  blesst-d  Canada  is  a  cause  for  the 
deepest  thnnkfulnehs,  and  we  tliankfully 
accept  Your  Excellency's  congratulations  on 
the  evidences  which  surround  us  of  a  recovery 
from  the  commercial  and  industrial  depression 
which  has  so  long  weighed  down  the  energies 
of  the  piople. 

**  We  heartily  concur  with  Your  Excellency 
in  thinking  that  our  returning  prosperity 
should  direct  our  attention  to  the  less  fortunate 
circumstances  of  our  fellow-subjects  in  Ireland, 
where  so  much  destitution  prevails ;  and  we 
are  grateful  to  Your  Excellency  for  inviting 
our  consideration  of  the  best  means  of  shewmg 
our  practical  sympathy  with  their  distress. 

«  We  feel  also,  with  Your  Excellency,  that 
we  have  reason  to  congratulate  ourselves  on  the 
number  of  settlers  who  hav»'  during  the  past 
year  come  into  our  North- West  from  Great 
Britain  and  the  United  States,  as  well  as  from 
the  older  Provinces  of  the  Dominion .  The 
visit  of  two  members  of  i  he  Royal  Commission 
on  the  agricultural  distress  in  the  Mothet 
Country,  and  the  favorable  report  of  the  teoani 
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fiurmers  who,  at  the  infitance  of  Tonr  Excel- 
lency's Government^  have  examined  into  the 
capabilities  of  the  Dominion,  will,  we  are  will- 
ing to  believe,  largely  increase  the  number  of 
immigrants  during  the  present  year.  Prepa- 
rations must  be  made  for  their  reception,  and 
our  attention  will  be  given  to  this  subject,  to 
which  Your  Excellency  has  been  pleased  to 
say  it  will  be  specially  called. 

"  It  gives  us  great  pleaFure  to  learn  from  Your 
Excellency  that  every  effort  has  b<:cn  made  to 
hasten  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bail  way  from  Lake  Superior  to  Hed  River,  and 
that  no  doubt  is  entertained  that  the  Railway 
will  be  opened  for  traffic  betwet-n  those  impor- 
tant points  within  the  time  specified  in  the 
contracts.  We  are  glad  to  learn,  also,  that 
under  the  authority  given  by  Parliament  last 
Session,  nearly  one  hundreti  miles  from  Red 
River  to  the  western  boundary  of  Manitoba  has 
been  placed  under  contract,  and  tenders  are 
about  bcint?  asked  for,  for  the  constfuction  of 
another  hundred  miles  f  om  the  boundary 
westward,  and  that  the  completion  of  these 
two  sections  will  at  an  early  day  afford  railway 
fiEicilities  through  two  hundred  miles  of  the 
most  fertile  land  in  the  North-West  We 
thank  Your  Excelleacy  for  informing  us  that 
after  an  exploiaU)ry  survey  of  the  line  from 
Port  Simpson  to  the  Pino  River  Pass,  and 
through  the  Peace  River  country,  it  has  bi-en 
decided  to  adopt  the  location  ot  the  line  to 
Burrard  Inlet,  and  contracts  have  been  awarded 
for  one  hundred  and  twenty-seven  milesof  the 
Railway  between  Emory's  Bar,  on  Franer  River, 
aud  Savona's  Ferry,  and  that  this  work  will  be 
vigorously  proceeded  with  so  soon  as  the 
spring  opens.  We  concur  with  Your  Excel- 
lency in  the  opinion  that  its  construction  will 
complete  the  most  difficult  portion  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  secure  the  con- 
nection by  stenm  of  the  fertile  district  of 
Kamloops  with  the  capital  of  British  Columbia. 

"It  affords  us  great  satisfaction  to  be  informed 
by  Your  Excellency  that  the  adoption  of  a  rigid 
system  of  economy  in  the  mHUHgement  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  bas,''without  impairing 
the  efficiency  of  its  working,  effected  such  a 
diminution  of  expense  as  t<i  warrant  the  iH'Iicf 
that  the  country  will  in  future  be  relieved  from 
any  considerable  burden  in  connectioti  with  its 
operation. 

"  We  regret  to  learn  from  Your  Excellency 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  entire  failure  of 
the  usual  food  supply  of  the  Indians  in  the 
North-West,  a  large  expenditure  has  been 
necessarily  incurred  to  save  thum  fnim  starva- 
tion. We  hope  that  the  efforts  which  are  now 
being  made  to  settle  the  several  bands  on  the 
reserves,  and  induie  them  to  betake  theni- 
selves  to  the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  may  pre- 
vent the  necessity  of  similar  calls  tor  relief  in 
future. 

**  We  shall  not  fail  to  give  our  best  attention 
to  the  Bills  for  the  bf  ttcr  organization  of  the 
Civil  Service,  for  the  consolidati<»n  of  the  In- 
land Revenue  Laws  and  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Acts  relating  to  the  Dominion  Lands,  to  the 
Public  Works,  to  the  Indians  of  the   North- 
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West,  and  to  the  Mounted  Police  Force,  whlcb 
Your  Excellency  has  been  pleased  to  say  will 
be  laid  before  us. 

"We  agree  in  opinion  with  Your  Excellency, 
that  as  the  Acts  incorporating  the  Banks  of  the^ 
Dominion  will  expire  next  year,  the  presr^nt 
would  seem  a  favorable  time  for  a  full  consid- 
eration of  our  banking  system,  and  of  the  sub- 
ject of  the  currency  as  connected  with  that 
system. 

«*The  subject  of  the  laws  relating  to  Insol- 
vency will  also  doubtless  engage  our  attention. 

"  With  Yonr  Excellency,  we  are  of  opinion 
that  the  increasing  foreign  trade  of  Canada, 
and  the  prosp*H;t  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  enter,  ere  long,  into  negotiations 
with  foreign  nations  on  the  subjttct  of  their 
trade  and  commercial  relations,  demand  our 
closest  attention  and  watchfulness,  while  the 
rapid  development  of  th»  Dominion  is  con- 
tinually giving  rise  to  important  matters  ro- 
quiring  the  support  and  action  of  the  Imperial 
Government.  We  thank  Your  Excellency  for 
stating  that,  with  the  concurrence  of  Her 
Majesty,  Your  Excellency  therefore  recom- 
mends us  to  sanction  the  appointment  of  a 
permanent  representative  of  Canada  in  London 
to  guard  her  various  interests ;  and  we  shall 
not  fail  to  give  our  most  attentive  and  careful 
consideration  to  the  subject  of  such  an  ap- 
pointment 

*'The  subjects  Your  Excellency  has  man-^ 
tionedareof  great  importance,  and  we  shall  not 
fail  to  grive  to  them  our  best  considi^ration,  to 
which  Your  Excellency  has  bet>n  pleased  to 
say  that  you  commend  them  with  full  con- 
fidence in  our  wisdom  and  patriotism . " 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — Hon.  gentlemen* 
I  am  sure  it  will  be  a  matter  of  regret  to 
all  of  you,  as  it  is  to  myself,  that  the 
hon.  men\bpr  for  DeSalaberry,  (Mr. 
Trudel)  should  have  el^'cted  to  express  to 
us  in  French  the  sentiments  to  which  he 
has  given  utterance — sentiments  which 
will  meet  with  the  entire  concui rence  of 
this  Chamber.  His  warm  eulogy  of  Her 
Gracious  Majesty  aud  of  Her  Royal 
Highness,  and  his  courteous  reference 
to  our  respected  speaker,  would,  1  am 
sure,  have  been  exceedingly  gratifying 
to  all  who  have  heard  them  had  he  de- 
livered his  i-emarks  in  English.  I  shall 
not  follow  the  hon.  member  iu  his  oj>en- 
ing  retiiarks  further  than  to  express  my 
satisfaction  at  the  appointment  ot  our 
hon.  Speaker  to  the  position  which  he 
now  occupies — a  f)Osition  to  which  his 
claims  and  CjUalitications  so  well  entitle 
him.  Neither  shall  1  touch  up.>n  the 
somewhat  delicate  question  of  Govern- 
ment repi-esentation  in  the  Senate, 
which   the   hon.    member  trom  DeSala- 
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berry  bas  bandied  witb  so  much 
skill  and  good  taste ;  nor  do  I  think 
it  necessary  to  repeat  what  has 
already  been  so  well  expressed  as  to  the 
great  pleasure  which  we  all  feel  in  again 
meeting  with  His  Excellency  and  with 
Her  Koyal  Highness,  and  our  thanks  to 
a  kind  Providence  which  bas  safely 
guided  her  return  to  Canada  over  the 
stormy  ocean,  to  be  present  at  the  open- 
ing ceremonies  of  this  Session.  Passing 
on  then  to  the  proposed  Address,  I  think 
we  cannot  fail  to  agree  with  His  Excel- 
lency in  recognising,  in  the  abundant 
harvest  witb  which  Providence  has  bless- 
ed Canada,  the  beneficent  band  of  God  ; 
and  we  all,  I  am  sure,  receive  with  great 
satisfaction  His  Excellency's  congratula- 
tions on  the  evidence  which  surrounds  us 
of  a  recovery  from  the  commercial  and  in- 
dustrial depression'wbich  has  so  long  clog- 
ged the  energies  of  our  people.  We  all 
know  by  our  experience  and  observation 
— corrobora*iing  what  is  revealed  to  us 
by  God*8  word, — that  it  is  the  blessing 
of  Providence  which  alone  can  make  a 
people  truly  happy  or  prosperous ;  and 
should  never  forget  that  it  is  to  His 
beneficent  hand  we  are  indebted  for  all 
that  lies  at  the  foundation  ot  our  coun- 
try's peace  and  prosperity.  But  while  I 
am  making  this  remark,  I  feel  it  also  a 
duty  to  recognise  the  human  instrumen- 
tality which  is  in  operation  in 
connection  with  it.  Just  as  we 
know  that  the  farmer  miy  labor  in 
vain  and  spend  his  strength  and 
means  without  avail  unless  the  rain  and 
sunshine  bring  his  crops  to  perfection, 
so  we  also  know  that  whilst  the  elements 
must  be  favorable  to  secure  the  growth 
and  ripening  of  the  crops,  it  still  needs 
iho  farmer's  care,  and  labor,  and  pru- 
dence to  gather  in  the  harvest  and  pre- 
serve its  fruits,  that  he  may  enjoy  the 
reward  of  his  toil ;  so  it  is  with  us  as  a 
people.  It  would  have  been  but  small 
advantage  to  us  if,  after  God  with  a 
lavish  hand  had  given  us  an  abundant 
harvest,  that  harvest,  or  its  proceeds,  had 
been  wasted  or  destroyed,  and  I  think  it 
is  due  to  the  Administration  of  the  day, 
to  recognize  that  they  exerted  themselves 
to  aid  in  bringing  about  and  securing  the 
natioual  p.osperity.  While,  then,  to 
God  we  att'*.ribe  the  chief  glory,  let  us  not 
forget  that  to  the  prudent  and  skilful 
dmnagement  of  those  who  are  in  author- 
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ity  we  are  in  some  measure  indebted  for 
the  prosperity  which  the  country  enjoys 
to-day.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  just 
or  wise  that  we  should  ignore  our  indebt- 
edness jbo  tbose  who,  under  God's  Provi- 
dence, have  acted  so  wisely  and  so  well.  I 
am  aware  that  there  are  those  amongst  us 
who  would  shut  their  eyes  to  this  return  of 
the  prosperity  of  the  country — who 
profess  to  see  no  prosperity,  and  no 
advance  upon  the  unhappy  state  of 
things  to  which  His  Excellency  alludes 
as  having  existed  in  the  past.  They  are 
wilfully  blind  ;  they  do  not  wish  to  see 
these  things.  Happily  they  are  few  in 
number,  and  I  an  aware  that  nothing 
that  could  be  said  on  the  floor  of  this 
Chamber  could  open  their  wiltully  closed 
eyes  ;  I  shall  therefore  pay  no  more 
attention  to  them.  There  are  othei-s  who 
think,  as  may  hon.  friend  has  hinted, 
that  we  are  so  wholly  an<l  entirely  depen- 
dent upon  the  hand  -of  Providence  that 
there  is  nothing  they  can  do  buu  to  sit 
still  and  wait,  and  that  no  Government 
can  relieve  depression  or  enhance  jiros- 
perity.  Now,  I  rejoice  to  know  that  the 
majority,  at  all  events,  of  the  people  of 
this  oojntry  are  not  believers  in  that 
doctiine.  While  they  believe  that  it  is 
to  a  kind  Providence  and  a  good  harvest 
we  are  indebted  for  the  foundation  of 
prosperity,  they  also  recognise  that 
it  is  largely  in  the  power  of  the 
Government,  by  wise  fiscal  polioy, 
to  increase  that  prosperity,  and 
in  times  when  the  harvest  may  be 
less  abundant,  to  relieve  and  mitij^ate, 
and  even  to  remove  to  a  great 
extent,  the  sufferings  of  the  people  on 
account  uf  it.  I  am  glad  that  the  pi*esenb 
Government  hold  such  views,  and  that 
on  assuming  office  they  at  once  braced 
themselves  for  an  effort  to  relieve  the 
depression  which  existed  at  that  time. 
When  they  came  into  power  they  found 
gloom  and  despondency  prevailing  every- 
where, from  one  end  of  the  country  to 
the  other :  but  no  sooner  had  they  in- 
timated the  policy  they  intended  to  pur- 
sue; no  sooner  had  they  availed  themselves 
of  the  position  in  which  tliey  haJ  been 
placeil  by  the  people,  to  pro|)Ose  measures- 
of  relief,  than  symptoms  of  returning  pros- 
perity began  to  appear  ;  confidence  imme- 
diately sprunjij  into  existei-ce  and.  whereas 
before  the  change  of  Govern  men  ^,  you 
could,  in  passing  through  the  country,  see 
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nothing  but  gloom  and  anticipation 
ot  coming  evil,  very  shortly  after  that 
change  there  appeared  at  once  a  hope''ul 
feeling,  long  b-^fore  any  piuctical  result 
of  the  policy  they  had  announced  could 
be  attained.  Subsequent  n  suits  and 
growing  prosperity  have  fully  justified 
those  hopeful  anticipations.  I  think, 
thei-efore,  that  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Governuient  meiits  our  approval  and  ^ur 
thanks.  His  Excellency  very  properly 
suggests  that  our  prosperity  should  lead 
us  10  think  of  those  of  our  fellow-sub- 
jects who  are  suffering  from  absolute 
want.  I  know  that  every  heart  in  this 
Chamber  responds  to  his  appeal  in  behalf 
of  the  |>oor  and  suffering  in  Ireland.  While 
we  are  willing  to  do,  individually,  all  we 
can  to  alleviate  the  misery  which  pre- 
vails in  that  country,  we  are.  I  trust,  also 
prepared,  in  any  way  that  may  be  sug- 
gestetl  by  His  Excellency's  advisei-s,  to 
affi)rd  practical  and  prompt  relief,  and  to 
give  our  most  favoiable  consideration  to 
any  measure  that  may  be  pri»posed 
to  relieve  that  suffering,  and  restore 
the  people  of  that  atflicted  country  to 
prosperity  and  comfort.  While  touch- 
ing upon  this  subject,  I  must  not  lose 
this  opportunity  of  offering  a  suggestion 
as  to  wlijit  might  be  done — amoui/  other 
things  to  prevent  in  future  a  recur- 
rence of  this  terribh*  distress  and  famine. 
Now,  lion,  gentlemen,  it  is  no  mere  fancy 
of  mine,  no  mere  baseless  as^riion,  but 
a  startling  and  appnlling  fact,  that  in 
that  very  country  more  grain  was  con- 
verted into  alcoholic  drinks  than  would 
have  filled  every  one  ol  those  starving 
mouths  with  food.  It  would  be  well  for 
statesmen  to  look  into  this  matter  of 
destruction  of  tood,  and  I  would  com- 
mend it  especially  to  the  attention  of  those 
who  see  and  mourn  over  the  evils  of  Ire- 
land, and  are  anxiously  looking  for 
some  measure  to  prevent  tiie  recurrence 
of  such  dire  distress.  It  would  be  well, 
I  8*iy,  for  stitesmen  to  look  into  this 
great  question,  and  view  it  in  its 
national  bearings,  not  merely  as  a 
question  of  the  morality  or  sobriety 
of  the  people,  but  in  its  direct  bt^aring 
Uf»on  the  origin  and  c  intinued  existence 
of  the  famine  and  suffering  now  prevail- 
ing, and  sec  whether  such  waste  is  not  a 
cl»ief  factor  in  producing  them.  The 
grain  which  God  gave  as  food  for  the 
people  has  b^en  taken  from  them  and 
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converted  into  that  which  not  only  gives 
them  no  sustenance  or  strength,  but  is  a 
prolific  cause  of  want  and  misery,  of 
crime,  disease  and  death.  I  think  that 
it  is  well,  in  connection  with  this  subject, 
that  public  att-ention  should  be  directed 
to  the  prevention  of  this  waste  as  ono  of 
the  suggested  remedies  against  the  recur- 
rence of  such  a  dreadful  state  of  affairs. 
The  recognition  by  His  Excellency  of  the 
invporrance  of  the  immigration  into  our 
North- West  provinces  of  a  large  number 
of  settl'irs,  and  his  reminding  us  of  our 
duty  in  this  matter,  to  make  provision 
for  increased  immigration,  suggasts  to 
us  very  important  thoughts,  for,  as 
you  all  now  know,  a  very  vast 
and  fertile  tract  of  country  is  under 
our  control  and  jurisdiction  ;  that 
that  territory  is  capable  of  sup|K>rting 
luil lions  of  people ;  and  we  know  well 
that  if  they  could  be  brought  there,  the 
millions  of  starvin^^  people  in  the  old 
countries  of  Europe  could  be  settKd  upon 
our  fertile  plains  and  could  find  not  only 
sustenance  *but  plenty  and  to  spare. 
That  we  shall  have  to  furnish  some  'Assis- 
tance to  convey  them  there  is  very  pro- 
bable. The  country  has  beeji  in  the  habit 
of  gi>anting  such  assistance  in  the  past, 
and  I  trust  that  the  information  referred 
to  by  His  Excellency,  as  collected  by  the 
Commissioners  from  the  old  country  and 
others  who  have  come  1  mm  there  ai  d 
carried  back  such  very  fair,  accuiute  a.  d 
reliable  statement-*  of  the  resources  of 
our  country  and  i!»  adaptation  for  culti- 
vation and  its  suitability  for  the  homes 
of  agriculturists,  will  have  the  effect  of 
very  largely  increasing  the  settlement  of 
that  country.  Of  course  we  all  admit 
that  our  wealth  and  prosperity  as  a 
people  depend  rather  upon  the  number 
of  our  population  than  upon  the  number 
of  our  acres.  It  is  a  very  unreasonable 
thing  for  us  to  boast  the  possession  of 
millions  of  acres  of  land,  unless  they  are 
utilize<l ;  but  it  will  be  our  glory  to  boast 
of  millions  of  people  cultivating  that 
land  and  converting  a  howling  wilder- 
ness into  a  fruitful  garden,  an  abode  of 
peace  and  plenty.  A  gi'eat  deal  in  the 
future  of  our  country  depends  upon  filling 
those  vast  areas  with  a  ]>opulation  able 
and  willing  to  draw  from  the  soil  those 
riou  treasures  which  lie  there  only  wait- 
ing l!he  labor  of  the  farmer  and  the 
miner,  to  be  exhumed  and  utilized.  I  trust. 
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therefore,  that  the  anticipationa  of  Hia 
Excellency,  in  this  respect,  will  be   very 
fully  Idealized.     We  know  that   nothing 
will  be  wanting  on  the  part  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  faciliuite-  the  ingi-ess  of  set- 
tlevQ  of   that  class,  and  their  settlement 
•on  those  lands  in  the  North-West.     In 
connection  with  this  snbj'^ct,  very  uaiur- 
Ally  the  question  of  the  Pacific  Railway 
is  introduced.     We  are  informed   in  the 
following  panigniph  of  what  the  Govern- 
ment  intend  to  do.     I    ihink  that   the 
Administration  have   acted  very    wisely 
•and  well  in  the   prompt    and  energetic 
manner  in  which  they  have  taken  up  the 
•work  left  on  their  ban  Is  by  the  preced- 
ing   Croveroment.     I    feel  well  assured 
that      it      meets      with      the     concur  j 
rence  of  this  House,  because  the  policy 
of  the  late  Government  in  constructing  I 
114  miles  of  i-ailroad  from  Thunder  Bay  i 
"westwainJ,  and   116    miles  from  the  Red  ' 
River  eastward,  and   proposing  to  leave  : 
an   intervening    gap    of  180  miles   un-  \ 
touched  for    live    years,  has   been  con- 
demned   in  this  Chamber.     The  folly  of 
it  was  discussed  very  ^ully    last  Session, 
and  I  am  glad  to  see   thnt  the  interven- 
ing jap   is    to    be  bridged,  and  that  the 
construction  of    that    section    has  been 
^X)mmence€l  with  a  view  to  u*;ilizing  the 
road  at  the  earliest  possible  date,  and  I 
rejoice  the  more   that   the  Government 
took  hold  of  this    matter  instantly,  and, 
while  very    wisely    dropping    the  Fort 
Frances  Lock   and   its  wonderful  works 
they    have    directed    their    energies   to  , 
complete  that  link  to  connect  Lake  Supe- 
rior with  Manitoba,      ft  is  pleasing  to  be 
assured  by  His  Excellency  that  the  con- 
tracts will  be  completed  within  the  tijie 
jspeciiied,  and    I    believe  perhaps  even  a 
little  earlier,  for   I   have   no  doubt  that 
everything  the   Government   can   do  in 
the  way  ot  facilitating  the  completion  of 
the  work   in    anticipation  of  the   time 
allowed    for    it    will    be    dona     It  is 
^evidently    well     understood     by    them 
that  the  opening  up  of   this  great  high- 
way lo  the  West  is  now  a  first  necessity 
io  the  settlem^^nt  of  the  country.      iVe 
can  get  people  to  Fort  William  by  water, 
and  as  soon  as  a  mil  way  to  Red  River  is 
opened   up,  so  that  we  can    have  access 
through    our  own   country  to  Manit  >ba, 
we  can   defy   all   competition  from  the 
American  lines.     As  it  now  stands  it  is  a 
jmatter  of  necessity  in  going  to  Manitoba 
Bon.  Mr.  Vidal. 


to  travel  over  the  line  of  the  Northern 
Pacific  and  to  proceed  from  a  point  on 
that  line  northward  to  Manitoba,  through 
A  merican  territory.  The  adoption  of  the 
route  in  British  Columbia  is  also  a  mat- 
ter-which  must  give  great  satisfaction  to 
the  whole  country  and  especially  to  those 
who  are  represented  in  this  House  \  y  the 
hon.  gentlemen  from  that  dbttant  Pro- 
vince. T  am  satisfied  that  the  most 
eligible  line  has  been  selected-  The 
difficulties  of  constructing  a  road  through 
that  country  are  confessedly  very  great. 
They  are  such  as  to  severely  tax 
our  energies  and  resoui*ces,  but 
those  difiiculties  must  be  encountered 
and  overcoma  They  are  part  of 
the  firat  scheme  for  constructing  a  trans- 
continental railroad  and  the  section  which 
is  now  under  contract  will  form  a  link 
in  that  great  iron  band  which  is  to  unite 
us  in  a  few  years,  I  trust,  with  the  Paci- 
fic Province.  His  Excellency  gives  to  us 
an  item  of  information  which,  I  am  sure, 
is  i-eceived  with  great  satisfaction  by 
every  member  of  this  House;  it  is  the 
satisfactory  financial  position  of  the  In- 
tei-colonial  Railway.  We  are  told  that  a 
ngid  Rj  stem  of  economy  has  been  adopted 
in  the  management  of  that  line  which, 
without  impairing  its  efficiency',  has  effect- 
ed such  a  diminution  of  the  expenses  of 
uianageixient  as  to  warrant  the  belief  that 
tha  country  will  in  the  future  be  relieved 
from  any  burden  in  its  o]ieration.  In 
looking  into  the  figures  in  connection 
with  this  matter,  I  am  gratified  to  find 
that  the  language  used  is  very  moderate. 
His  Excellency  might,  with  great  pro- 
priety, have  said  that,  in  a  very  short 
time,  the  road  will  be  self-sustaining. 
In  the  meantime  it  is  a  very  important 
matter  to  us  that  a  large  annual  expen- 
diture has  been  reduced  to  something 
which  is  quite  within  our  means.  I  do 
not  suppose  that  the  improvement  over 
former  years  is  wholly  due  to  the  rptrench- 
ment  in  the  expenses  of  management, 
though  I  have  no  doubt  that  th**  expen- 
diture has  been  nearly  brought  within 
the  income  mainly  by  that  means.  I 
presume  that  the  traffic  over  the  road 
has  increased  and  yielded  larger  receipts, 
and  would  ask  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Militia  is  it  not  so  1 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL  — 
Yes, 
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Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— And  the  in- 
crease  in  receipts  therefoie  forms  a  con- 
siderable item  in  this  -  balancing  the 
revenue  with  the  cost  of  mnning  the. 
road.  I  need  not  dwell  upon  the  para- 
graph relating  to  the  want  among  the 
Indians,  and  the  necessity  for  supplying 
that  want.  This  api>eals  to  a  senti- 
ment in  our  nature  to  which  no  hon. 
gentleman  will  for  one  moment  fail  to 
respond.  They  are  now  largely  depend- 
ent upon  us.  We  have,  in  the  Provi- 
dence of  Qod,  gone  in  and  taken  their 
hunting  fields  from  them.  They  are 
gradually  vanishing  away  before  our 
branch  of  the  human  family.  It  is  our 
duty  to  care  for  them  and  use  them  well, 
a  duty  which  has  ever  been  lecognized 
and  acted  upon  by  the  British  Govern- 
luent,  and  by  its  officers,  who  have  inva- 
riably tieated  them  with  all  honesty  and 
kindness,  and  we  have  experienced  the 
blessed  results  of  this  fair,  honorable  and 
upright  treatment ;  for,  while  in  the 
United  States,  trouble  after  trouble,  and 
war  after  war  has  from  time  to  time 
arisen  on  account  of  the  way  in  which 
their  Indians  have  been  ti-eated,  we  on 
this  side  of  the  boundary  line  find  in 
every  red  man  a  peaceable  and  faithful 
subject  of  Her  Majesty,  and  a  brave 
warrior,  if  such  be  needed,  to  maintain 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  our  country 
and  our  Queen.  It  will  be  very  satisfac- 
tory to  us,  of  course,  to  devote  our  atten- 
tion to  the  measures  which  His  Excellency 
alludes  to,  and  which  we  feel  arc  necessary 
for  the  promotion  of  economy  and  the 
right  management  of  affairs  in  our  coun- 
try, when  these  arc  submitted  to  us. 
They  will,  no  doubt,  receive  from  the 
Senate  now,  as  they  have  in  the  past, 
most  careful  and  mature  consideration. 
The  Acts  of  lucorpoiation  of  the  banks  of 
the  Dominion  expiring  next  year,  some 
new  banking  law  will  be  requii"ed  ;  it  is 
unquestionably  a  measure  of  very  great 
im|K>rtance  ;  and  if  we  take  up  this  and 
all  the  others  referred  to,  this  will  be  a 
busyl  session.  We  are  in  a  position  to 
deal  intelligently  with  the  bmks,  guided 
by  the  experience  of  the  past  years,  and 
I  think  that  our  legislation  will  probably 
be  in  the  direction  of  giving  a  uniform 
banking  system  to  the  whole  of  the 
Dominion,  embodying  such  an.endments 
as  may  have  been  suggested  by  the  ex- 
perience of  the  past,  in  order  to  protect 
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the  public  from  loss  and  failure  in  th«r 
future.  The  subject  of  insolvency  is  also 
referred  to.  It  will  be  remembered  that 
this  was  before  us  last  year.  A  measure 
was  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons 
repealing  the  existing  Act,butwa8  rejected 
by  this  House,  not  on  its  merits,  but  be- 
cause it  was  felt  by  the  majority  that,  bad 
as  the  law  is,  and  great  as  the  evils  are 
which  result  under  its  administration, 
the  evils  resulting  from  its  sudden  abro- 
gation would  be  greater  still;  and  our  ob- 
ject was  not  so  much  to  maintain  it  as  a 
good  or  satisfactory  law,  as  to  give  the 
Government  a  year  for  consideration,  in 
the  hope  that  they  would  bring  down  aa 
acceptable  measure  to  Parliament  on  the 
subject  this  Session.  We  have  a  new 
matter  presented  in  the  next  pai-agraph, 
relating  to  foreign  trade,  and  the  sugges- 
tion of  appointing  a  gentleman  to  repre- 
sent the  Dominion  in  London.  It  is  a 
wratifying  thing  for  us  to  know  that 
Canada  is  at  last  becoming  recognized 
and  khown  in  the  older  countries  ;  that 
to  a  very  large  extent  the  lamentable 
ignorance  which  has  so  long  prevailed  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  in  regard 
to  Canada  and  its  resources  is 
at  last  really  passing  away.  This  grati- 
fying change  is,  I  think,  in  no  small 
measure  to  be  attiibuted  to  the  wisdom 
and  kindness  of  our  Gracious  Sovereign 
in  permitting  her  daughter  to  come  to 
Canada  and  to  reside  for  a  time  among 
us,  an  act  which  I  think  has  been  of 
great  benefit  to  our  country,  while  I  am 
sure  it  has  strengthened  in  the  hearts  of 
all  who  have  met  Her  Royal  Highness 
those  feelings  of  loyalty  and  attachment 
to  our  Gracious  Sovereign  which  are  so 
natural  to  the  Canadian  people.  I  do 
trust  that  the  sojonrn  of  Her  Royal 
Highness  in  Canada  will  so  fill  her  mind 
with  pleasant  memories  of  the  Dominion 
that  our  country  will  reach  and  maintain 
a  still  higher  position  in  the  thoughts 
and  minds  of  our  brethern  in  the  old 
country.  I  believe  that  this  will  be  one 
of  the  very  beneficial  and  permanept  re- 
sults which  will  flow  from  the  prtsent 
connection  of  the  Governor-General  and 
his  excellent  and  amiable  consort  with 
the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Before  proceeding 
to  make  the  few  remarks  which  I  pit)- 
pose  to  addi-ess  to  the  House  on  the  sub- 
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ject  of  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  I 
perhaps  may  be  permitted  to  note  the 
change  which  has  taken  place  iil  our 
body  since  we  last  met  in  this  Chamber. 
Sir,  the  gentleman  who  for  one  session 
presided  where  you  are  now  seated,  has, 
I  am  happy  to  say,  been  promoted  to  a 
higher  jwsition.  I  am  sure  we  all  rejoice 
to  see  that  Mr.  Wilmot  is  to  be  the 
future  Lieutenant-Governor  of  the  Pro- 
vince of  New  Brunswick.  His  associa- 
tions with  that  Province,  and  the  various 
positions  which  he  held  there  duiing  a 
long  and  somewhat  eventful  life,  entitle 
him  to  that  exalted  station ;  and  I  am 
sufie  that  the  House  will  join  me  in 
offering  our  congratulations  on  his  pro- 
motion. 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.     CAMPBELL— 
Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— At  the  same  time, 
permit  me  to  record  here  my  felicitations 
at  the  selection   the  Government   have 
made  in  the  gentleman  who  is  presiding 
over  ttiis   Chamber.     I   think.  Sir,  that 
promotion  was   due  to  the  services  that 
joxjl    had    rendered    to    the  party  with 
which  you  have  been  so  long  associated, 
and  a   fitting  recognition  and  tribute  to 
yourself ;  and   although   the   Speaker  of 
the  Senate  is  not  called  upon  to  decide 
those  delicate  points  which  arise  in  the 
other'  branch   of  Parliament,  slill  there 
are  times  when  he   is    called    upon  to 
hold  the  scales  equally.     I  am  quite  sure 
in  judging  questions  which    may  Irom 
time  to  time  be  submitted  to  the  chair, 
we  shall   have  the  benefit  of  ripe  judg- 
ment and  long  experience,  and,  at  least, 
of  a  roost  anxious  desire  to  faithfully  and 
fairly  discharge  the  duties  incidental  to 
the  position.     There  are,  no  doubt,  many 
gentlemen  in  this  Chamber  who,  from 
experience    and    political    training,  are 
£tted  for  the  position ;  but  I  think  none 
will  be  prepared  to  say  that  you.  Sir,  have 
not  justly  earned  the  distinction  which 
lias  been  conferred  upon  you  ;  and  I  say 
again  that  I  express,  I  am  sure,  the  feel- 
ings of  this  House  when  I  assure  you  of 
the  confidence  that  we  all  repose  in  your 
Judgment  on  questions  which  may  from 
time  time  to  time  be  remitted  to  you  for 
^consideration.     I   desire  to  cordially  ap- 
prove of  and  acquiesce  in  the  sentiments 
which  have  fallen,  both  fi-om  the  gentleman 
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who  moved  the  reply  to  the  Speech  and 
the  gentleman  who  seconded  it,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  very  great  pleasure  it  has 
given  us  on  this  and  on  a  former  occasion 
to  be  honored  by  the  presence  of  a  Royal 
Princess  at  the  ceremony  of  opening  the 
Parliament  of  Canada.  Let  us  hope  we 
shall  for  some  years  to  come  have  a  re- 
newal of  the  gratification  it  has  afforded 
us  in  seeing  that  highly-esteemed  mem- 
bei  of  Her  Majesty's  own  family  take 
her  place  with  His  Excellency  on  the 
throne  in  Uiis  Chamber.  The  presence 
in  Canada  of  Her  Royal  Highness  will 
naturally  assist  in  keeping  brigbt  the 
flame  of  allegiance  and  loyalty  entertain- 
ed by  the  people  of  this  country  to  Her 
Majesty  and  the  Crown  of  England, 
Coming  now  to  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  Speech,  reference  is  made  to  the  boun- 
tiful harvest  of  last  year.  We  can  all  con- 
cur in  expressions  of  gratitude  for  the 
bountiful  harvest  which  has  bt^n  vouch- 
safed to  this  land.  The  latter  part  of 
that  paragi'aph  seems — I  shall  not  say 
craftily,  because  that  is  unparliamentary 
— to  have  been  fiumed  with  the  in- 
tention of  ascribing  to  other  causes 
than  the  good  harvest^  the  return 
of  prosperity  in  particular  sections 
of  the  country  The  hon.  member  who 
seconds  the  Address  expi-essed  the  belief 
that  returning  prosperity  was  1/irgely  due 
to  the  change  in  the  Ooverument  of  the 
country.  I  think  it  is  a  bold  statement 
to  make  to  any  intelligeut  body  of  listen- 
ers that  the  slight  lifting  of  the  cloud  of 
depression  that  has  so  lor.g  hung  over 
this  country  is  due  to  any  other  cause 
than  the  abundant  harvest  on  this  side  of 
the  Atlantic  and  the  deficient  harvest  iB» 
the  Biitish  Isles  and  the  continent  of 
Europe. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  repeat  that  he 
would  be  a  bold  man  who  would  say 
that  it  was  due  to  any  other  cause  than 
prosperity  in  the  United  States  and  this 
country,  and  the  upward  tendencj^  of 
prices  oi  produce  in  Europe.  It  is,  of 
course,  a  very  pi*olific  subject  and  one 
thai  I  did  not  intend  to  touch  upon  to- 
day. Other  opportunities  will,  no  doubt, 
be  afforded  us  to  discuss  it  on  occasions 
when  it  will  be  more  fitting  and  when 
we  will  have  an  oppoii;unity  of  btinging 
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proofs  that  possibly  may  be  necessary 
to  satisfy  many  skeptical  niinda. 
At  pi^esont  1  desire  to  express 
my  belief  that  the  i^aragraph  would  read 
very  much  more  harmoniously  if  the 
B^ond  part  were  the  natural  sequence  of 
the  fii-st,  and  acknowledged  that  the  pros 
perity  of  Canada  is  due  to  the  excellent 
harvest  which  it  has  pleased  Provi.leuce 
to  give  us.  I  am  glad  that  His  Excel- 
lency's advisei-s  have  thought  proper  to 
recommend  that  he  should  call  attention, 
in  the  second  paragraph  of  the  S[)eech,  tu 
the  distress  which  prevails  in  Ireland. 
The  fact  that  at  least  300,000  people  are 
absolutely  destitute  of  food,  and  that  in 
addition  to  this,  some  20  ',000  more  are 
deprived  of  many  of  the  necessaries  ot 
life,  ought  to  be  a  reason  why  we  in 
Canada  should  not  only  offer  them  our 
sympathy,  but  give  them,  in  a  more  sub- 
stantial way,  such  material  aid  as  will  be 
a  benefit  to  them  in  their  dire  distress. 
The  people  of  the  United  States, 
France  and  other  countries,  who  are 
not  allied  as  nearly  as  we  are  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  have,  in  a  gen- 
erous and  spontaneous  manner,  come 
to  the  rescue,  and,  therefore,  I  think 
it  is  weir  that  we  should  supplement  our 
individual  subscriptions  by  a  national 
gift.  I  ho[>e  that  the  Government  will 
feel  justifief)  in  making  it  a  donation 
worthy  of  the  occasion.  We  owe  much 
to  Ireland.  Her  sons  have  helped  to 
make  this  land  what  it  is  to-day.  They 
have  assisted  to  build  up  our  cities  and 
towns,  and  it  is  but  fitting  that  we 
should  remember  them  in  their  hour  of 
suffering.  Moreover,  our  prosperity  i.s, 
in  a  measure,  due  to  the  very  destitution 
wifich  prevails,  not  only  there,  but  upon 
the  continent  of  Europe.  It  is  apparent, 
by  late  advices,  at  all  events,  that  in 
many  proviuces  of  Austria  and  Southern 
Kussia  there  is  almost  as  great  a  dearth 
of  the  necessaries  of  life  as  exists  in 
Ireland.  Our  prosperity  is  largely  due 
to  the  failure  of  the  cro]>s  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Atlantic,  and  that  is  a  greater 
reason  why  we  should  be  stimulated  to 
give  some  substantial  assistance  to  them 
in  their  great  distress.  The  next  para- 
graph has  refei'ence  to  the  success  which 
attended  the  visit  of  the  tenant  farmers' 
delegates  to  this  country.  I  think 
it  was  a  very  happy  idea,  whoever  con- 
ceived it,  to  invite  the  people  in  the 
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various  rural  constituencies  of  Eiisfland* 
and  Scotland,  to  select  theii  own  judges 
to  come  to  Canada  and  enquire  and  ex- 
amine for  themselves  into  the  represenia- 
tions  which  had  been  made  to  them  from 
year  to  year  by  our  emigration  ugents.  I 
am  glad  that  the  hapi)y  idei  is  likely  to 
be  attended  with  8ul»stantial  results,  for 
no  evidence  could  be  raoi'e  satisfactory  to 
the  j>eopte  of  the  British  Islands  than  the 
statements  of  those  disinterested  judges, 
selected  by  themselves  to  rei»ort  upon  the 
agricultural  capacity  of  this  country.  It 
is  quite  true  that  the  time  and  circum* 
stances  Romewhat  favored  the  result. 
Plenty  prevailed  on  this  sMe,  want  (>n  the- 
other.  It  Wiis  a  favorable  year  on  this- 
siile,  an  unfavorable  one  on  the  other. 
Kain-clouds  and  gloom  hung  over  the 
British  Islands  during  the  months  when 
the  crops  were  expected  to  ripen  ;  on  this 
side  there  was  sunshine  and  brii^rhtness. 
Their  reports,  therefore,  may  possibly  be 
somewhat  cnUeur  de  rose,  but  it  cannot  be 
gainsaia  that  the  position  of  many  of  the- 
agriculturists  of  Great  Biitain  will  be* 
very  greatly  improved  V»y  taking  up  lands,^ 
not  only  in  Ontario  and  Quebec,  but  es- 
|:>ecially  in  the  North- West.  The  next 
paragraph  has  reference  to  the  Pacifio 
Railway,  aud  its  early  completion  between 
Lake  Superior  and  Red  River ;  and  nj 
hon.  friend  who  seconded  the  Address 
could  not  allow  the  opi)brtunity  to  pasa 
without  giving  a  slap  at  the  late  Admin- 
istration in  having  failed  to  commence 
the  central  link  betiveen  the  twosections- 
al ready  constructed  of  the  line  from 
Thunder  Bay  to  Red  River.  I  have 
only  to  repeat  what  I  said  on  a  former 
occasion  when  this  subject  was  under 
discussion,  that  I  think  it  was-^and  ex- 
perience has  proved  it — wise  policy  ta 
commence  to  build  the  two  ends  l>efoi*e 
beginning  at  the  mjddle,  in  a  country 
where  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  get 
any  supplies,  where  there  were  no  roads,, 
and  no  trails,  even,  such  as  exist  in  the 
North-West.  It  always  seemed  to  me 
that  it  was  not  a  sensible  or  rational  cri- 
ticism  to  maintain  that  the  contract  for 
the  central  section,  a  distance  of  one 
hundred  and  fifty  miles  from  the  civilized 
portions  of  the  country,  should  have  been 
given  out  contemporaneously  with  the 
two  end  sections.  How  ai-e  supplies 
carried  to  this  middle  link  now  1  Cither 
by  one  road  or  the  other,  from  Thunder 
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Bay  westward  or  from  Selkirk  eastward 
The  line  (s  I'eing  built  iu  that  way  and 
no  doubt  will  now,  with  these  increased 
facilities,  be  fiaishe<l  within  a  reasonable 
peri'Kl.  In  my  bel-ef.  the  centml  part 
could  not  have  been  built  any  earlier  had 
the  contracts  been  given  out  contempora- 
neously either  with  the  Thun<ler  Hay 
gection  or  the  R<*d  River  end.  I  shoul  1 
have  liked,  had  His  Excellency's  ad- 
visers thought  proper  to  inform  us, 
to  know  how  it  is  proposed  to 
reach  Thunder  Bay  from  the  east- 
em  provinces.  We  are  all  awar«? 
ibat  the  Province  of  Quebec  has 
seriously  embarrassed  itself  by  the 
es|»enditure  of  some  ten  or  twelve 
millions  of  dollars  for  the  con- 
Btruction  of  a  trunk  line  from  the 
city  of  Quebec  to  Ottawa.  It  was  in- 
tendml  to  be  the  outlet  for  the  Province 
of  Quebec  to  the  Pacific  Railway,  ft 
was  projected  at  a  time  when  the  eastern 
terminus  of  the  Pacific  Railway  was 
located  at  a  point  south-east  of  Lake 
Nipissing.  When  the  land  and  water  route 
'Was  adopted  by  the  late  Government,  it 
was  proposed  that  they  should  reach  the 
coast  of  Lake  Huroq  by  means  of  the 
G^rgian  Bay  Branch.  That  has  been 
abandoned.  The  present  Government 
cancelled  the  contract  under  which  that 
line  was  to  be  built,  and  the  present 
system  of  railways  connected  with  the 
trank  line  ot  Quebec  terminate  iu  the 
woods  at  Lake  Nipissing.  That  is  a 
matter  which  I  think  the  House  should 
have  been  advised  upon.  They,  should 
have  been  informed  what  was  to  be 
offered  as  a  substitute  for  the  Georgian 
Bay  Branch.  Those  who  I'ead  the  pultlic 
prints  are,  of  course,  aware  that  the 
•onstruction  of  a  line  vid  Sault 
8te.  Marie  has  been  considerably 
dincussed,  but  it  will  be  a  matter  of  con- 
siderable interest  to  the  people  of  Quebec 
to  learn  how  they  are  to  reach  the  waters 
of  Like  Huron  and  Lnk^  Superior.  The 
distance  from  I^ake  Nipissing  to  Thunder 
Bay,  or  to  any  other  point  on  the  Pacific 
Bail  way,  if  the  line  were  to  be  built  on 
the  north  side  of  the  lakes,  would  be 
from  live  to  six  hundred  miles.  That  is 
a  rather  formidable  distance  through  a 
country  which  presents  so  many  engineer- 
ing difficulties.  Its  topograj)hy,  particu- 
laily  of  that  poi*tion  north  of  Lake  Su- 
perior, is  of  the  most  forbidding  descrip- 
Ho7^  Mr.  ScoU. 


tion.  The  country  is  extremely  rough 
and  cut  up  bv  ravines.  I  observe  that, 
notwithstaniling  the  littlo  note  of  warn-^ 
ing  which  I  had,  in  the  opinion  of  some 
hou.  gentlemen,  the  audacity  to  sound  at 
the  end  of  last  Session,  when  many  gnn- 
ilemen  now  wiihin  range  of  my  voice 
were  not  present,  the  Government  hive 
given  out  the  contract  for  a  section  in 
Britisli  C  »lumhia.  And  hen?  I  may  re- 
mark that  I  cordially  a^ree  with  niy  hon. 
fiieml  who  seconded  the  Addi*ess,  (Mr. 
Vidal)  that  it  the  road  h^d  to  be  built, 
the  selection  of  the  Fraser  Rivfr  route 
was  a  judicious  one.  He  might  have  gone 
further  and  said  that  it  was  the  route 
which  the  lat«  Minister  of  Public  Woiks 
had  reported  in  favor  of 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT -In  July,  1878,  an 
Order  iu  Council  Was  passed  seleccing  that 
route.  Alter  the  cha  ige  of  Goveinrneut, 
that,  like  many  other  acts  of  the  late 
Administiati<m,  was  at  once  condemned 
and  an  effort  was  made  to  reach  the 
waters  of  the  Pacific  by  another  channel. 
New  surveys  wei-e  instituted,  and  ad- 
ditional money  was  spent,  and  finally, 
alter  much  ex{)en8e  had  been  incurred, 
the  Order  in  Council  of  July,  1878,  was 
revived  and  thf.  Fraser  lliver  route  adopt- 
ed by  the  piesent  Administration.  Speak- 
ing for  myself,  as  I  said  last  year  when 
t'  e  estimates  were  up  for  discussion, 
I  did  hope  that  the  Government 
would  pause  before  committing  this 
country  to  th-'*  expenditure  of  twelve 
millions  of  dollars  in  constructing  this 
railway  in  British  Columbia.  It  could 
be  nothing  more  than  a  local  line,  and  I 
do  not  see  that  any  good  results  could 
follow  from  it  to  the  Dominion  gene- 
rally. In  a  country  where  the  popu- 
lation was  less  than  in  one  of  the 
wards  of  this  city,  I  did  not  see  that 
it  could  be  justified,  and  if  we  had  the 
money  to  S))end  it  could  be  more  wisely 
and  judiciously  employed  iu  developing 
other  parts  of  the  Dominion.  I  could 
not  recognise  in  any  way  that  it  was 
carryinif  out  the  agi-eement  with  British 
Columbia  by  the  building  of  an  isolated 
line  of  1*27  miles.  When  the  Catmdian 
Pacific  Railway  reaches  the  enstem 
slo[)es  of  the  Rockv  Mountains  it  will 
be  quite  time  enough,  in  my  opinion,  to 
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commenoe  the  con«tniction  of  a  line 
tlirough  the  sea  of  mountains  between 
that  ransce  and  the  Pacific  coast.  I  may 
stand  alone  in  my  views,  and  I  speak 
for  myself  solely,  but  I  do  think  that  it 
was  an  unwise  act  on  the  part  of  the 
Grorernment  to  have  signed  the  contract. 
In  ies:ard  to  those  portions  of  the  railway 
that  we  are  told  the  Government  propose 
building  west  of  Red  River,  I  can  only 
say  that  they  have  my  cordial  support 
and  approval  in  any  project  to  penetrate 
the  fertile  belt.  if  the  lands  of  that 
country  can  be  in  any  way  utilized  to 
subsidize  railways,  I  think  that  the  Gov- 
ernmnnt  would  deserve  well  of  the 
country  if  they  would  in  every  way  aid 
an<l  stimulate  the  building  of  railways  in 
the  fertile  portions  of  the  North- West. 
It  is  there  that  we  are  to  get  our  in- 
creased population.  It  is  to  that  country 
-we  are  inviting  the  people,  not  alone  of 
the  British  Islands,  but  of  Germany, 
Sweden,  Denmark,  and  other  countries 
of  Europe,  to  exchange  their  small 
holdings  in  the  Old  World  for  the  large 
farms  that  thev  can  obtain  in  the  North- 
Wcst,  and  the  Government  will  be 
justified  in  giving  every  facility  for 
opening  up  that  great  country.  Had 
the  ten  or  twelve  millions  of  dollars 
which,  in  my  opinion,  are  to  be  wasted 
in  British  Columbia,  been  used  for  the 
purpose  of  building  rail w  lys  in  ourNorth- 
West,I  should  have  given  it  my  approval. 
Nothing  benefits  a  country  like  railways. 
They  have  built  up  Kansas  and  Min- 
nesota, and  they  are  filhng  up  the  West- 
ern States  with  a  vast  population. 
Thousands  of  people  ai*e  pouring  into 
Kansas  and  other  Western  States,  where 
railway  facilities  exist,  and  we  know  how 
Minnesota  has  grown  up  by  the  aid  of 
railways,  wherever  fertile  country  offered 
inducements  for  farmers  to  settle.  A 
paragraph  in  devoted  to  the  Intercolonial 
Railway.  We  shall  all  be  glad  to  know 
that  the  half  million  or  three-quarters  of 
a  million  of  djilars  spent  on  that  line  is 
to  be  reduced.  I  hope,  however,  that  it 
is  not  at  the  cost  of  running  down 
the  road,  or  the  diminution  of 
rolling  stock.  Up  to  within  the 
last  few  weeks  we  never  heard  of 
accidents  occurring  on  the  Interco- 
lonial Railway.  It  was  only  in  the  last 
month  or  two  that  we  heard  of  trains 
running  off  the  track  and  accidents  oc- 
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curring  by  the  breaking  of  wheelfl 
and  other  causes  incidental  to  railways 
not  carefully  managed.  I  hope  that  this 
economy  is  not  duo  to  the  absence  of 
superior  management.  Our  friends  from 
the  Maritime  Provinces  will  be  able  to 
speak  more  positively  on  that  point  ; 
they  have  their  own  individual  expe- 
rience and  can,  no  doubt,  speak  on  the 
subject,  because  it  is  one  that  they  are  at 
hoihe  upon.  The  paragraph  in  reference 
to  the  Indians  is  one  that  does  not  sur- 
prise me.  I  have  long  felt  that  it  was  a 
problem  which  we  would  have  to  meet 
and  solve.  As  the  white  man  encroaches 
on  the  hunting  grounds  of  the  Indians, 
their  means  of  support  become  less  and 
less ;  their  territory  becomes  more  cir- 
cumscribed, and  as  civilization  advances 
the  problem  of  what  we  shall  do  with 
our  Indians  must  be  met.  I  am  glad  that 
we  are  taking  the  civilized  idea  of  at 
least  protecting  the  savage  and  endea- 
voring to  reform  him  and  make  him  a 
husbandman,  if  possible,  though  I  doubt 
very  much  the  success  of  such  endeavors 
in  the  first  generation.  It  may  be,  lifter 
the  first  generation  we  may  domesticate 
them  to  earn  their  bread  as  white  men 
do  by  the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  It  will 
be,  however,  a  serious  tax  upon  the  re- 
venues of  the  country.  Speaking  from 
recollection,  the  cost  of  our  Indian  ser- 
vice now  reaches  up  to  three  quarters  of 
a  million,  and  I  will  not  be  surprised  to 
hear '  this  year  that  it  will  be  up  to 
$800,000,  a  very  large  item  in  our  expen- 
diture. The  next  paragraph  is  one  that 
somewhat  challenges  criticism  ;  it  is  tfie 
mild  I'eferenco — a  milk-and-water  refer- 
ence— that  is  made  to  the  N.  P. 

"  Tou  will  be  pleased  to  learn  that  the  effect 
of  the  tariff  of  la^t  ScRsion  in  the  development 
of  the  varied  induBtries  of  the  cdlptry  has  on 
the  whole  been  very  satisfactory.'* 

Well,  it  is  an  extremely  qualified  ap- 
proval. All  I  can  say  is  it  does  not 
come  up  to  what  was  foreshadowed  a 
year  ago  in  this  Chamber,  (t  does  not 
realize  those  beautiful  visions  that  were 
described  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  not 
only  in  addressing  audiences  in  the  coun- 
try and  on  platforms  in  various  places, 
but  also  in  this  House  and  in  another 
place,  of  what  was  to  follow  the  adoption 
of  the  National  Policy.  This  paragraph 
tells  us  that  on  the  whole  it  has  proved 
satisfactory.     I  have  no   doubt  that  it 
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^as  been  sutisfactoiy  to  ten  or  twelve 
thouBand  persons  in  Uiindcla,  to  tlie 
«tock  holders  of  the  eight  or  ten  cotton 
mills,  who  have  b«en  enabled  to  charge 
a  good  deal  higher  for  the  goods  they 
have  been  manufacturing.  It  has  enabled 
them,  no  doubt,  to  give  us,  perhaps, 
more  goods  than  they  would  have  given 
under  the  old  tariff.  Some  of  these  cotton 
mills,  under  the  old  tariff,  were  making 
from  eight  to  twelve  per  cent,  before  the 
inttxxinction  of  the  National  Policy ; 
what  they  are  making  now  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  ;  this  interesting  information 
they  keep  to  themselves,  as  it  is  not  to 
their  inteiost  that  the  public  should  know 
that  the  extra  ten  or  twelve  per  cent, 
they  are  now  getting,  that  ought  other- 
wise to  go  into  the  revenue,  has  been 
extorted  from  the  pockets  of  the  people 
to  add  to  the  wealth  of  those  who  are 
4dready  rich.  The  effect  in  this  jmrti- 
cular  is — like  the  outcome  of  all  those 
laws — to  make  the  rich  richer  and  the 
poor  pooi-er.  Take  the  cotton  mills,  the 
sugar  retinery  and  a  few  other  industiies 
at  several  points,  more  particularly  in 
cities  and  towns,  and,  no  doubt,  the 
renults  are  very  satisfactory ;  but  I  fancy 
if  we  could  analyse  it  numerically,  we 
would  liud  that  when  we  had  named 
16,(K)0  people,  thatwoull  be  the  limit 
of  those  who  had  benefited  by  the 
inti-oduction  of  the  fijcal  policy  which 
the  Ministry,  through  His  Exc<illency, 
tells  us  has  been  "on  the  whole  very 
satisfactory."  I  was  rather  startled  to 
hear  the  hon.  seconder  of  this  Address 
say  that  some  fieople  were  skeptical  of 
the  change.  I  am  not  aware  where  these 
^'some  people  "  ai-e ;  I  am  not  aware  that 
be  was  pointing  particularly  to  the  oppo- 
nents ol  the  taiiff.  I  suppose  he  was, 
but  I  think  the  people  of  this  country 
are  prepared  to  say  a  change  has  taken 
place  in  Rome  parts  of  Canada  within 
the  last  few  months,  and  I  think  I  coulJ, 
without  detaining  hon.  gentlemen  very 
long,  point  out  its  cause.  I  think  it  is 
▼ery  obvious.  Let  me  ask  hon.  gentle- 
men if  they  had  a  good  harvest  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic  and  we  had  had  a 
bad  hai*vest  in  Canada,  would  they  have 
been  able  to  point  to  any  satisfactory 
results  Y  What  are  the  two  sources  of 
dawning  prosperity  we  feel  to-day  1  Our 
large  crop  of  cereals  has  given  life  to  the 
-country;  it  has  enable!  the  farmer  to 
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impiove   hL^  purchasing  power;  to  buy 
from  the  small    nlerchant,  who,   in  his 
turn,  has  been  able  to  pay  the  wholesale 
man,  who,  in  his  turn,   has  been  able  to 
pay  his  overdue  bills  at  the  banks.     Our 
railways  have  b«en  taxed  to  their  utmost 
to  carry  forward  the  grain  ;  it  has  aided 
our  shipping  ti*ade,«nd  with  the  demand 
for    cattle,    cheese,    butter    and    every- 
thing     that      is      produced      on     the 
farm,  it  has  given  trade  a  stimulus  and 
we  have  been  enable-!    to   export  more 
heavily  than  wo  ever  did  before.     This 
same   course   has    enabled    the    United 
States  to  send  over  six  hundred  millions 
of  dollars'  worth  of  their  produce,  cotton, 
cereals  and  animals,  to  Europe,  but  not 
the  manufactures  of  the  United  States. 
Their  whole  exports  this  yfar  will  be  in 
the  neighborhood  of   $800,000,000,  and 
certainly  85  per  cent,  of  that  will  be  due 
to   the   productions   of  the  soil.     These 
large     sales      which     they    have    been 
making  in   Europe   have   enabled  them 
to     purchase     more     largely,     and     to 
come    in    and    buy     our     sawn      lum- 
ber in  Canada,  which  has  given  to  that 
industry  a  new  impetus — an  export  which 
reaches  up  to  $25,000,000,  ami  in  which 
so  many  of  our  people  are  interested.     It 
is  the  increa.«<ed  purchasi  'g  power   there 
that  has  given  the  stimulus  to  the  lumber 
trade,  and,  singular  to  say,  by  one  of  those 
extraordinary  paradoxes,  so  to  8p:^ak,  the 
people  of  England  were  indirectly  bene-      n 
hted  by  the  great  crops  on  this  continent 
The  artisan   has  been  enabled,  in  a  year 
of  scarcity  there,  to  get  his  food  at  veiy 
nearly  the  same  piices  he  paid  f  3r  it  before. 
The  purchasing    power  in  the    United 
States  has  set  going  the  mills  in  England, 
and  the  iron  and  coal  interests  there  are 
to-day  most  actively  stimulated   by  the 
ability  of  the  Unit^  States  to  purchase 
their  exports.     Can  any  hon.  gentleman 
point  out  that  there  is  any  im|)ortant  ex- 
portof  our  manufactures  under  the  present 
tariff?     The  lumber  trade  has  improved 
because  people  abroad  can  purchase,  and 
our  people  have  been  enabled  to  ^^ell  their 
surplus  ;  but  as  to  the  fiscal  policy  having 
in  any  way  contributed  to  this  change,  I 
deny.     1  am  free  to  admit  that  there  are 
certain*people  and  certain  localities  that 
are  benefited,  but  they  are  restricted  to 
small  areas  and  to  few  people.     Canada 
is  a  nation  of  four  millions  of  people,  and 
to-day  you  cannot  point  out  more  than 
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20,000  who  are  benefi*^ed  by  the  change. 
I  do  not  know  that.  I  should  cull  attention 
to  any  furthur  points  in  the  Speech. 
There  is  one  other  paragi-aph  on  wliich, 
perhai»3,  I  might  make  a  few  comments  : 
that  is  the  one  in  reference  to  the  foreign 
trade  of  Canada.  A  very  important  an- 
nonncement  was  made  in  the  Speech 
which  was  placed  in  His  Excellency's 
hands  last  year,  that  negotiations  were 
then  in  progress  by  which  we  were  g<»ing 
to  obtain  more  intimate  trane  relations 
with  Fr-ance  and  Spain.  We  were  told 
that  those  negotiations  had  every  pros- 
pect of  success,  and  by  those  trade 
relations  we  wei*e  to  be  largely  the  gain- 
ers. I  do  not  find  any  reference  to  the 
success  of  those  negotiations  in  the  Speech 
this  year.  On  the  conti-ary,  I  l)flieve 
that  all  negotiations  have  practically 
&iled.  It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  efiTorts 
being  made,  as  indicated  in  the  Speech, 
will  not  also  prove  abortive,  and  that  we 
will  be  more  fortunate  in  securing  trade  re- 
lations with  some  of  the  countries  of  trie 
world.  The  Speech  has  some  omissions,  as 
all  speeches  have.  Few  of  them  are  perfect. 
One  of  the  important  omissions  is  any 
announcement  of  the  result  that  attended 
the  visit  of  several  of  His  Excellency's 
Ministers  to  England  last  summer  with 
the  view  of  eliciting  the  aid  of  the  Empin- 
in  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Rail- 
way. We  understood  from  the  announce- 
ment made  last  year  that  it  was  hoped 
that  the  aid  of  the  Mother  Country  would 
have  been  obtainKl  to  assist  us  in  build 
ing  the  Pacific  Railway.  I  do  not  see 
that  any  reference  has  been  made  to  the 
success  that  the  Government  stated  would 
have  attended  their  mission.  I,  of  ot)urse, 
do  not  intend  to  suggest  any  amendment 
to  the  Speech,  and  am  not  disposed  to  chal- 
lenge it  very  much,  except  t)he  few  para- 
graphs I  have  had  occasion  to  criticize — 
more  particularly  the  one  which  related 
to  the  development  of  our  trade.  I  should 
have  been  extremely  glad  if  1  could  hare 
complimented  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
success  which  they  themselves  had  an- 
ticipated fiom  the  new  policy,  but  I  tlo 
not  feel  that  the  country  can  congratulate 
the  u  on  the  result  of  the  fiscal  policy  of 
the  last  year. 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL  — 
After  listening  to  the  remarks   of   the 
hon.    gentleman     who    has    just    taken 
Bon.  Mr.  Scott. 


his  seat,  it  must  be  concede»l  by  all  wh<y 
have  heard  him  that  the  Speech  from  the 
Tin  one  has  been  pjvpared  with  some 
ability.  The  ability  in  preparing  a 
speech  consists  in  this  :  that  it  should 
say  what  it  is  thousJcht  expedient  to  say, 
and  yet  pre.sent  as  few  salient  points  to 
be  attacked  as  pos.sible,  and  I  think  the 
hon.  geiitlein  in,  frotn  the  speech  he  has- 
made,  has  found  that  ditficulty  in  the 
present  instance.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
after  concurring  in  the  congi-atulatlon*^ 
that  were  exjiressed  by  my  hon.  friend 
I'rom  DeSalaberry  in  the  very  eloquent 
.speech  which  he  has  made  in  moving  this- 
Addi-eas,  an«l  in  the  remarks  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Sai  nia  in  seconding  it,  called 
our  attention  to  the  first  paragraph  to- 
which  he  thought  objection  mijjht  be 
taken,  which  was  that,  although  we  had 
recognized  the  bounty  of  Providence  in- 
blessing  the  country  with  a  good  harvest^ 
yet  we  seem^'d  to  take  some  credit  to 
ourselves  lor  the  effect  which  that  har- 
vest h>is  had  on  the  country.  It 
occurred  to  me  that  that  point  was  put 
very  well  by  the  hon.  gentlem&n  from 
DeSalaben  y  when  he  said  that,  although 
it  was  quite  evident  that  the  Gjv- 
ernment  did  not,  and  could  not 
of  its  own  more  force  and  strength, 
bring  about  a  return  of  coxnr 
mercial  and  industrial  prosperity, 
we  had  not,  at  all  events,  folded  our 
talent  in  a  napkin  or  buried  it  in  th^ 
earth,  but  had  done  all  we  could  to  facili- 
tate the  return  of  prosjierity.  T  think  I 
miy  venture  to  say  in  t  -is  connection 
that  one  of  the  most  greviotis  faults 
which  were  found  with  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  this  :  that  they  were  not  will- 
ing to  do  anything  ;  that  they  not  only 
folded  their  hands  and  buried  their  tal- 
ent in  the  earth,  but  they  ostentatiously 
proclaimed  it  to  the  country  ;  that  they 
destroyed  hope  by  saying  there  was  none  ^ 
that  they  would  not  in  any  way 
strengthen  the  hands  of  those  who  were* 
endeavoring  to  bring  about  prosperity, 
but  were  content  to  fold  their  arms  and 
say,  **  we  can  do  nothing  ;  we  must  wait 
and  suffer.*'  There  was  a  gi'eat  contrast 
between  the  apathy  and  want  of  sym- 
pathy which  the  lat<»  Government  ex- 
hiiiited  and  the  quick  and  earnest  syna- 
pathy  and  active  exertions  which  have 
been  made  by  the  present  Government, 
at  all  events  to  do  as  much  as  lay  within 
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onr  power,  in  the  hope  and  belief  that 
we  could  assiit  to  bring  a»K)ut  that  pros- 
perity. Far  be  it  from  us — and  no  sen- 
sible man  would  do  so — to  take  credit  in 
any  other  way  than  in  the  spirit  I  have 
mentioned  for  the  return  of  prosperity 
to  the  ■  country  ;  but,  at  all  events,  we 
bave  not  folded  our  hands  as 
they  did,  and  ostentatiously  proclaimed 
that  we  could  and  would  do 
nothing.  The  hon.  gentleman,  with  re- 
ference to  our  Pacific  Railway  policy, 
finds  some  fault  with  the  criticism  which 
was  offered  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bamia,  as  to  his  Government  not  having 
built  the  intermediate  link  beoween  the 
end  of  the  railway  starting  from  Lake 
Superior  and  that  section  extending  from 
Red  River  eastwar<l,  and  he  very  ingen- 
uously says :  "  Would  you  build  the 
intermediate  link  before  you  commence 
the  ends  1  These  are  the  means  by  which 
the  material  necessary  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  intermediate  link  are  to  be 
brought  to  it ;  that  is  the  most  conveni- 
ent way  to  do  it,  and  it  could  not  be 
done  otherwise."  But  hon.  gentlemen 
will  recall  what  happened  in  previous 
years  in  this  House,  and  the  speeches 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he 
occapiei  the  position  that  I  now  un- 
worthily fill.  They  will  remember  that 
the  intermediate  link  of  186  miles  wa? 
not  commenced  because  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  be  built  at  that  time  ;  and  we 
were  then  told  that  it  might  or  might 
not  be  built  ;  that  it,  at  any  rate,  would 
not  be  built  for  four  or  five  ye<>r8  ;  but 
that  there  was  to  be  some  other  way  of 
connecting  the  two  ends.  There  was  to 
be  a  water  route  by  way  of  Fort  Frances 
Lock,  and  by  means  of  the  navigation  of 
lakes  and  rivers  between  these  two  sec- 
tions, and  that  this  connection  was  to 
serve  for  years  to  come.  I  am  speaking 
from  memory  merely,  and  a  few  years 
bave  elapsed  since  then,  but  I  think  the 
position  taken  by  the  then  Government, 
and  which  I  am  endeavoiing  to 
bring  to  the  memory  of  hon. 
gentlemen  was  really  the  spirit 
in  which  my  hon.  friend  de- 
fended the  policy  of  that  Administration. 
His  position  was  that  they  did  not  intend 
to  go  on  with  the  work  upon  that  in- 
termediate section,  but  would  leave  it 
for  farther  consideration,  and  would  not 
construct  it  for  some  yeais  to  come.  At 
JTbn.  Sir  Alex,  Ga/m/ybeU, 


all  events  that  was  the  course  which  was 
defe  \ded  by  the  hon.  gentleman  in  this 
House.  Tliat  is  not  the  policy  of  the 
present  Adininistiation.  We  found  the 
two  links  in  coui-se  of  construction,  and 
we  took  the  most  prompt  nu'asurea  in 
our  power  to  put  the  iutermeiliate  link 
under  contract  with  a  view  t^  having 
con»inuous  railway  communication  be- 
^  tween  Lake  Superior  and  Red  River.  I 
I  think  it  is  a  just  matter  for  congratu- 
lytion,  and  the  country  will  think  so^ 
that  we  will  have  in  a  sh  rt  time 
'  through  our  own  country  an  outlet  for 
the  products  of  the  North- West,  products 
which  I  ho|)e  by  that  time  will  be  in- 
creased very  many  fold.  In  criticising 
the  course  which  the  Government  has 
pursued  in  another  part  of  their  railway 
p  licy — that  part  relating  to  British 
Oolumbiji—  the  hon.  g^mtleman  said  that 
my  hon.  friend  from  Sarnia  had  forgot- 
ten to  mention  that  th^  adoption  of  the 
Burrard  Inlet  route  was  merely  carrying 
out  the  policy  of  the  late  /rov.  rument. 
My  hon.  friend  did  not*  say  so,  for  reasons 
that,  I  suppose,  he  is  best  qualified  to 
give,  but  most  probably  because  he  did 
not  think  it  fell  within  his  argument. 
But  the  Speech,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  glance  at  it,  takes  no  credit  to  this 
Government  for  the  selection  of  that 
route,  'ihe  language  is  simply  that  the 
Eraser  River  route  was  adopted.  It  is  a 
mere  statement  of  the  fact.  It  was  the 
route  in  favor  of  which  we  had  the  strong- 
est evidence.  Having  explored  the  Pine 
River  Pass  and  the  country  north  of  the 
Yellow- Head  Pass,  and  finding  that  the 
railway  could  not  bo  constructed  by 
that  way  with  inci-eased  advantages  over 
the  Burrard  Inlet  route,  and  considering 
that  the  latter  was  the  more  southern  in 
latitude  and  p«S4ed  through  the  best 
populated  country,  and  to  the  best  and 
most  southern  harbor,  it  was  adopted — 
and  we  acted  in  continuation  of  the  de- 
cisions of  the  previous  Government.  But 
no  special  merit  is  claimed  in  thut  con- 
nection. After  having  asked  Parliament 
to  allow  us  to  enquire  into  another  i*oute 
which  had  not  been  considered  or  ex- 
amined, and  after  having  obtiiined  all  the 
information  we  could  upon  the  subject  of 
that  route,  we  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Burrard  Inlet  line  was  the  one 
which  should  be  followed.  But  the 
hon*   gentleman  says  that  to  build    1 25 
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miles  of  the  road  from  Emory's  Bar  to 
Savona's  Ferry  is  not  really  a  commence- 
ment of  I  he  work  on  the  Pacific  coast,  or 
of  a  section  of  the  Pacific  Railway  ;  but, 
if  1  remember  aright,  that  was  the  plan  of 
the  late  Government. 

Hon.  Mr.  AlKINS— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL  — 

They  considered  it  a  commencement  of 
the  Pacific  Railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
The  hon.  gentleman  shakes  his  head, 
but  I  am  convinced  that  I  am  right.  I 
can  hardly  be  mistaken  that  this  125 
miles  was  selected  as  the  portion  of  the 
work  on  the  Pacific  coMSt  which  they 
would  b^'gin.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  it  begins  nowhera  and  ends  no- 
where, and  asks,  **  Why  did  you  begin 
there  1 "  F<Jr  the  very  reasons  that  actu- 
ated the  Government  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man— that  there  is  steam  coinmlinication 
by  water  up  the  Fraser  to  Emory's 
Bar,  and  that  by  constructing  125  miles 
of  railway  from  that  point,  you  carry  the 
steam  communication  to  Kaui loops,  where 
there  is  a  large  area  of  fertile  land. 
These  are  the  reasons  which  actuated  us, 
and  the  reasons  which,  I  am  sur?,  actu- 
ated the  late  Gt>vernment  in  proposing  to 
commence  the  Pacific  Railway  at  the 
very  |>oint  where  we  have  begun  to  build 
it ;  and  believing  that  it  was  a  reid  com- 
mencement, a  bona  fide  commencement, 
the  best  under  all  the  circumstances  that 
could  be  adopted,  we  have  awarded  tho 
contracts.  The  hon.  gentleman  exagge- 
rated, I  am  sure  unintentionally,  the 
cost  of  the  work  which  we  have  cpm- 
menced  on  that  side  of  the  continent. 
He  says  that  this  large  ex(>enditui*e 
will  bring  no  return,  that  there 
are  very  few  iohabitants  there,  and  that 
we  are  simply  wasting  a  large  amount  of 
money  without  effecting  any  good.  Then 
again  comes  the  question,  what  was  the 
proposition  of  the  late  Government? 
Simply  to  do  the  same  thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Na 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL— 
The    hon.  gentleman  shakes   his    head, 
but    I     am    convinced    that     it     was. 
//a».  Sir  Alex,  Campbell 


We  were  obliged  to  consider  the  compact 
which  was  made  with  British  Columbia, 
and  the  good  faith  of  this  country  which 
was  pieced ;  we  were  obliged  to  consi- 
der the  undertaking  which  was  entered 
ujK>n  by  the  Government  of  which  I  was 
a  member  in  former  years,  and  by  the 
late  Government  of  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman was  a  member,  which  had  been 
frtrquently  canvassiKl  on  both  sides  of  the 
contijient,  which  had  been  made  the  sub- 
ject 6f  remonstrance,  and  despatches  by 
the  British  Government  from  time  to  time, 
and  the  subject  of  decisions  by  the  Colo- 
nial Secretary,  in  his  mediation,  so  to 
speakfbetween  the  Government  of  British 
Columbia  and  this  Government.  It  was 
necessary  for  this  Government  to  proceed 
with  tbe  work  with  promptitude  that  it 
might  be  made  appareno  that  we  were 
desirous  of  maintaining  the  pledged  faith 
of  the  Dominion  and  wished  to  build  the 
road  as  soon  as  we  could  get  reliable  in- 
formation after  full  inquiry.  We  have 
undeiiiaken  the  work  on,  I  will  not 
say  tiie  best  i*outo,  but  the  least 
objectionable  route  that  could  be 
found.  It  was  the  bounden  duty 
of  whatever  Government  was  admin- 
istering the  affairs  of  tliLs  country  to  go 
on  with  tbat  work  on  the  west  side  of 
the  Ro.ky  Mountains.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man concui'H — and  1  feel  grateful  to  him. 
for  many  parts  of  his  speech — in  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  developing 
the  prairie  country  of  the  North- West. 
No  doubt  the  more  miles  of  railway  we 
can  build  in  that  poi*tion  of  the  country 
the  l)ettei  it  will  be  for  the  North-  *-  est, 
and  for  the  Dominion  at  large.  I  should 
be  glad  if  we  could  have  so  managed 
affairs  as  to  have  built  the  railway  to  the 
Rocky  Mountains  before  commencing  ia 
British  Columbia,  but  that  would  not 
have  been  keeping  faith  with  that  Pro- 
vince. But  whilst  we  are  goin'^  on  oa 
that  siJe  of  the  continent  we  are  still 
more  actively  pushing  the  works  of  the 
Pacific  Railway  iu  the  great  plains  ot 
the  North- West,  where  the  population, 
which  is  ultimately  to  reward  us  for  all 
the  moneys  we  are  expending  and  all 
the  responKibilities  and  anxieties  we  ai'e 
undergoing,  is  to  £nd  places  and  homes 
and  a  futui-e. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Perhaps  the  hon, 
geiitleuiaa    will  just  allow  me  to  recall 
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hiB  recollection  to  a  point  which  escaped 
my  memory  at  the  time  I  was  speak- 
ing. Your  own  compact  with  Biitish 
Columbia  whs  made  subject  to  the  ability 
of  Canada  to  carry  out  the  terms  of 
agreement.  In  the  Act  of  1^74  the 
^following  proviso  occurs  : — "  Provided 
always  that  the  resources  of  this  country 
are  equal  to  the  expenditure."  It  was 
on  that  ground  alone  that  I  took  excep- 
tion to  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
If  the  plan  which  was  adopted  by 
the  Government  which  left  ofiSce  in 
1873  had  been  followed  up,  and  the  rail- 
ways had  been  built,  as  I  still  believe 
it  could  have  been  by  the  grant  of  land 
and  money,  then,  perhaps,  the  question 
of  its  cost  becoming  a  seiious  burden  on 
the  people  would  not  have  arisen.  I 
believe  that  the  original  plan  might  have 
been  been  earned  out,  and  would  have 
been  carried  out,  but  tor  the  unpatriotic 
course  pursued  on  this  side  of  the  conti- 
nent. I  believe  it  might  h^ve  been  built 
for  the  thirty  millions  of  dollars  and  the 
fifly  millions  acres  of  land. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT.— "No. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  hon.  fijentleman  says  '*  No."  I 
still  believe  it,  but  the  quesiion  has 
passed  by.  The  Government  of  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie so  changed  the  mode  of  construct- 
ing the  railway  as  to  makd  it  a  Govern- 
ment work  from  end  to  end  in  construc- 
tion, and  I  fear  hereafter  in  operating  it. 
The  policy  of  their  predecessors,  declared 
to  Parliament  and  expressed  in  resolutions 
of  this  and  the  other  branch  of  the  legis- 
lature, was  to  construct  it  by  private  en- 
terprise, aided  by  grants  of  money  and  of 
land  Under  the  changes  thus  forced  on 
the  country,  we  can  but  continue  the 
work  for  the  present,  at  any  rate,  as  a 
Government  work,  but  we  hope  and  be- 
lieve that  we  are  keejiing  within  the 
means  of  the  country,  and  I  believe  that 
the  work  will  not  out-run  the  resources 
of  the  Dominion,  and  that  we  still  shall  be 
able  to  carry  it  on  without  unduly  bur- 
dening the  people.  The  pressure  of  in- 
terest will  come  upon  us  gradually,  and 
we  shall  be  able  to  meet  it  without  over- 
weighting the  country,  and  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  k'^p  within  the  spirit  of  the  lan- 
Hoju  Mr.  ScoU. 


guage  that  the  hon. gentleman  has  quoted, 
but  which  the  action  of  the  Government 
of  which  he  was  a  member  has  rendered 
it  so  difficult  to  comply  with.  He  doubta 
whether  we  are  justified  in  using  the  lan« 
guage  which  has  been  employed  with  re- 
ference to  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and 
expresses  the  hope  that  we  have  not  ar- 
rived at  the  result  which  is  mentioned  in 
the  Speech  by  starving  the  road  either  in 
its  track  or  rolling  stock.  I  believe  that 
the  economy  has  been  arrived  at  without 
starving  the  road  in  any  respect  It  ia 
an  economy  for  which  the  Minister  of 
Railways  and  Canals  is  entitled  to  great 
credit,  and  which  will  surprise  the 
House  when  they  come  to  hear 
the  details  of  the  saving  in  expenses 
which  he  has  made.  It  is  in  the  neigh- 
borhood of  $200,000,  and  the  Minister 
has  arrived  at  it  in  economy  of  admi- 
nistration without  starving  the  road,  and 
without  any  infringement  of  those  prin- 
ciples which  should  govern  the  manage- 
ment of  the  railway.  Of  course,  in 
gradually  reaching  the  eqiiilibrium  be- 
tween revenue  and  expenditure,  we  are, 
no  doubt,to  aconsiderable  extent  indebted 
to  the  increase  of  business  over  the  road, 
but  that  of  itself  would  not  have  done  it ; 
and  it  is  not  the  principal  item.  The 
result  has  been  mainly  reached  by 
economy  of  management  on  the  part  of 
my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Railways. 
The  hon.  gentlemen  who  surround  me 
upon  all  sides  from  the  Maiitirae  Pro- 
vinces, who  have  personally  \>een  over 
the  road,  and  who  are  familiar  with  the 
working  of  it,  and  possibly  some  of  them 
with  the  rollinz-stock,  and  all  t!:ose  con- 
siderations which  should  govern  a  person 
before  expressing  an  opinion,  will 
concur  with  me  in  saying  that  the 
economy  is  one  which  has  been  consistent 
with  good  management  and  the  preser- 
vation of  the  road.  I  cannot  speak  from 
personal  knowledge,  but  I  8]>eak 
fi-om  information  derived  from  the 
Department  which  is  charged  with  the 
manai;ement  of  that  work.  My  hon. 
friend  referred  to  the  Indians.  I,  of 
course,  ioin  him  in  all ,  he  has  said  on 
that  subject.  It  is  a  most  lamentable 
thing  that  we  have  to  undeilake 
the  sustenance  t)f  large  bodies  of  Indians, 
and  may  have  to  do  so  |>ennanently  in 
the  future,  but  in  that  i*espect  the  Gov- 
ernment has    not   been  idle.     We  have 
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set  about  getting  the  Indians  placed  on 
the  reserves  to  teach  them  farming. 
We  have  sent  agents  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  tliem  together,  and  farmers  to 
instruct  them  in  agriculture,  and  we  ai*e 
endeavoring,  as  far  as  it  is  in  human 
power  t')  do,  to  induce  the  Indians  to 
live  upon  homes  of  tlieir  own,  and  to 
look  for  sustenance  to  their  own  industry 
rather  than  to  the  chase  and  their  fish- 
ing. The  hon.  gentleman,  in  rtsference 
to  Che  question  which  is  mentioned  in 
one  of  the  latter  |»ai*agra|>hs — the  ap- 
pointment of  a  representative  of  Canada 
in  London,  and  tiude  with  foreign  na- 
tions— says  he  finds  no  reference  in  the 
Speech  to  negotiations  mentioned  in  the 
Speech  of  last  Session  with  hVance  and 
Spain.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  be  glad 
to  know  that  we  do  not  at  all  despair  of 
a  successful  result  of  those  negotiations 
even  yet.  The  negotiations  with  France 
promise<i  great  succeeds.  I  think  I  men- 
tioned in  the  House  last  year  that  the 
then  Government  oi  France  hnd  agreed 
to  the  terms  proposed  on  behalf  of  Can- 
ada, and  that  it  was  supposed  at  the 
time  I  Was  addressing  the  House  that 
the  Chamber  of  Deputies  would  have 
adopted  the  pro|K>Hicion  made  to  the 
Government ;  but  their  system  of  nd- 
minlstration  is  different  from  ours.  It 
is  not  one  of  Responsible  Government, 
and  although  the  [iroposition  came  to 
the  Chamber  from  the  Gt}vernment  it 
was  not  acceptable  to  the  House,  but 
was  post|>oned  with  a  view  to 
bringing  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Chamber,  at  one  time,  the 
trade  relations  of  France  upon  the  same 
subject  with  other  countries.  I  have 
reason  to  believe  from  lettera  which 
have  arrived  in  this  country  within  the 
last  moiith  or  so  that  a  change  is  still 
likely  to  be  adojjted  by  Fiuuce  and  thut  it 
may  be  one  which  will  still  benefit  this  coun- 
*try,  alt*iough  not  to  the  extent  we  then 
hoped  for.  With  reference  to  the  ne- 
gotiations with  S)>ain  they  were  conduct- 
ed up  to  this  )>oint  :  they  were  to  affect 
our  relations  principally  with  Cuba.  At  the 
time  that  they  were  broken  off  a  deputa- 
tion from  Cuba  was  expected  in  Madrid,and 
our  negotiations  were  postjioned  until  their 
arrival.  The  Spanish  Government  desir- 
ed to  enlarge  the  basis  of  negotiations 
And  to  consider  terms  which  would  em- 
brace the  products  of  Cuba  and  also  those 
Hon,  Sir  Alex,  CamjjbelL 


of  Spain,  and  the  terms  of  their  admis- 
sion into  Canada.  This  delayed  our  efforts 
in  Spain  last  year,  and  gave  rise  to  the 
necessity  of  seeking  new  jiowers  from  the 
Imperial  Government,  and  the  postpone- 
nieut  in  consequence  to  this  year.  We 
hope  that  the  successful  termination  of 
this  matter  may  be  one  of  the  results  to 
follow  our  having  a  representative  of  our 
own  in  England  who  will  watch  particu- 
larly over  such  matters^  and  be  specially 
charged  with  the  duty  of  seeing  that  our 
interests  are  represented  in  a>iy  negotia- 
tions between  Great  Britain  and  other 
coputries  in  regard  to  trade  relations. 
We  will  all  admit  that  it  is  eminently 
desirable  that  such  should  bo 
the  case.  We  know  more  about  our 
own  interests  and  how  to  serve 
them,  how  deal  with  them  in  detail,  thaa 
any  ambassador  or  person  employed  by 
the  British  Government  outside  of  this 
Dominion  could  possibly  know  ;  and  in 
sending  vo  England  a  |>erson  representing 
us  here,  and  giving  him  |K>wer  to  act  for 
us,  he  will  be  recognized  by  Her  Majesty 
us  our  representative,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  he  can  be  of  great  benefit  to 
the  Dominion  in  all  negotiations  in  refer- 
ence to  our  trade  relations  in  the  future. 
In  this  res|)ect,  and  in  all  others  that  I 
have  mentioned,  I  think  the  Government 
can  say  that  they  are  alive  to  the  inter- 
ests of  the  country,  and  are  active  in  all 
directions  to  take  whatever  steps  seem  to 
them  likely  to  conduce  to  its  prosperity  ; 
whei'eas  the  late  Government  folded  their 
arms  when  they  were  in  power,  and  said  : 
"  Let  us  wait ;  Providence  will  come." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— And  Providence 
came. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
Well,  if  Providence  has  come,  it  has 
come  to  us  and  did  not  come  to  tht^  hon. 
gentlemen.  It  shows  how  many  advan- 
tages we  have  over  them,  and  it  shows 
also — at  lease  we  Iiave.  endeavored  to 
show — that  we  have  deserved  those  ad* 
vantages.  The  hon.  gentleman  found 
fault  with  the  modesty  of  the 
expressions  used  in  that  paragraph 
of  the  S|>eech  which  relates  to  the  effect 
of  the  change  made  list  Session  in  th« 
tariff,  and  says  that  only  some  fitteen  or 
sixteen  thousand  people  have  beea 
benefited  by  it,  and  they  at  the   expense 
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of  the  rest  of  the  community. 
"W*?ll,  I  do  not  wish  now  to  discuss  th« 
tariH'qnestion;t  he  language  of  t  he  Speech  i« 
ino<1erate  in  tone,  because  we  did  not 
"wish  to  present  any  view  which 
could  not  readily  l*e  concurred  in  ;  but 
merit  and  modesty  often  go  together,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  thnt  wo  have 
■not  been  disappointed  in  the  effects  of  our 
tariff.  The  country  at  laJ'ge  approveil 
heartily  of  our  intended  change  in  Sep- 
tember, 1»78,  and  nothing  has  occurred 
since  to  make  us  doubt  their  continutKl 
support,  or  to  give  the  hon.  gentleman 
any  hope  of  our  having  disappointed 
those  who  placed  their  trust  in  our 
avowed  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— As  several 
hon.  meaibers  in  this  House  desire  to 
speak  on  the  question,  I  lieg  to  move 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned  until  Mon- 
day. 

The  motion  was  agreed  tx 

The  House  adjourned  at  5.30  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Monday,  February  16th,  18S0. 

The  Members  of  the  Sen\te  were  in- 
formed that  a  Commi.ssion  under  the 
Great  Seal  had  been  issue«l,  api»uinting 
the  Hou.  Amos  Edwin  Botsford  to  be  the 
Speaker  of  the  Senate. 

The  Commission  was  then  read  by  the 
Clerk. 

The  doors  were  opened  at  4.30  p.m. 


THE  ADDRESS. 
THE   DEBATE  CONTINUED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called — resuming  the  adjourned  debate 
on  the  motion  of  Hon.  Mr.  Trudel,  to 
present  an  Address  to  His  Excellency 
the  Oovernor-General  offtjring  him  the 
respectful  thanks  of  the  Senate  for  his 
gracioud  Speech  to  Parliament — 

Hon.    Mr.   SCOTT  said— Before    the 

Hon.    Senator      from    Woodstock   (Mr. 

Alexander),    proceeds    U)    address      the 

House,  perh.ips   hn  would   allow  me  to 
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call  attention  to  what  is  an  unintentional 
error  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
knight  who  represents  the  Government 
in  this  House. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Not 
gallant ;  not  being  in  the  army. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Head  of  the  Cana- 
dian army.  It  is  with  reference  to  a 
statement  about  the  building  of  the  inter- 
mediate link  between  the  line  of  railway 
which  extends  fi*om  Thunder  Bay  west- 
ward to  the  line  fi-om  Red  River  east- 
ward. The  inference  from  the  lan^nge 
he  used  would  be  that  the  policy  of  the 
late  Government  was  to  post[K)ne  the 
construction  of  that  intermediate  link  to 
some  indefinite  |>eriod.  Now,  as  the 
woi  k  was  in  progress  up  to  English  River, 
a  |H)int  forty  or  fifty  miles  bnyond  where 
the  water  stretches  vid  Rainy  River 
could  be  availed  of,  it  is  quite  obvious  that 
the  intention  of  the  late  Government 
was  to  construct  the  intermediate 
link.  In  fact  the  late  Administration^ 
in  May,  1878,  callml  for  tenders  for 
the  construction  of  the  entire  Pacific 
Railway  line,  under  the  Act  of  1«74; 
that  is,  paying  $10,000  per  mile,  and 
granting  20,()OU  acres  of  land,  and  four 
per  cent,  upon  a  sum  fixed  by  the  con- 
tractor for  a  period  of  twenty-five  years. 
That  was  widely  advertised  in  England 
and  Canada,  and  fearing  lest  suitable 
tenders  mignt  not  be  received  for  the 
portion  more  immediately  to  be  con- 
structed, that  is,  between  Lake  Superior 
and  Red  River,  the  Government  in 
August  18<'8,  advertised  for  tenders 
under  the  cash  sycitem  for  the  iuter- 
mediale  link.  I  have  in  my  hands  here 
the  Toronto  Globe  of  August  l6th,  1878, 
in  which  tenders  for  the  grading,  track- 
laying,  etc.,  are  called  for.  It  reads  : 
"  Sealed  tenders  will  be  received  by  the 
undersigned,  until  the  1st  January  next, 
for  the  construction  of,"  etc.  Then  it 
goes  on  to  describe  the  portions  of  the 
railway  for  which  tenders  were  asked. 
The  first  distance  was  forty  miles,  near 
Eisriiah  River  to  Raleigh  ;  the  next  from 
Kaleigh  to  Eagle  River  ;  and  the  third 
fi-om  Eagle  River  to  Keewatim  The 
time  fixed  was  the  1st  January,  and  the 
policy  of  the  late  Government  was,  of 
course,  to  submit  the  several  classes  of 
tenders  to  Parliament.    It  la  unnecessary 
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to  say  that  with  all  the  advertisement 
that  the  scheme  received  in  the  English 
market,  no  capitalists  tendered  for  the 
construction  of  the  entire  line  under  the 
first  proposition.  Tenders  were  receiv- 
ed, however,  for  building  the  intermedi- 
ate link.  It  was  on  those  tenders  that 
the  present  Government  acted  on  giving 
out  the  contracts  for  constructing  the  line 
from  English  Hiver  to  Keewatin. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  think  I  have  anything  to  coiTect  in 
what    I   said   last  Friday.     I  have  not 
seen  the  newspaper  report  of  it,  but  what 
I  said  was  substantiilljT  this  :     That  the 
present   Grovernment  on   entering    o£Sce 
had  put  under  contract  the  intermediate 
link  ;  that  that  had  not  been  done  by  the 
^    late  Goveinraent,  and  that  I  had  heard 
the  hon.  gentleman  himself  state  two  or 
three  times  in  this  House,  while  he  was 
a   member  of  the  late  Administration, 
that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  his  Gov- 
ernment to  go  on  with  that  intermediate 
link;  that  it  was  reserved  for  future  oon- 
sideratiom.     This   was   the  statement  I 
referred    to,  and  it   was   made    several 
times     in     this     House    by    the    hon. 
gentleman.       The    course     which     the 
tho  late  Government  put  sued  anteiior  to 
the  election  of  1878  did  not  form  the 
subject  of  discussion  the  other  day,  in  the 
debate  on  the  Address,  in  anyway  that  I 
know  of.     The  hon.  gentleman  took  oc- 
casion, in  his  remarks,  to  say  that  my 
hon.    friend    from     DeSalaberry      (Mr. 
Trudel),  in  his  speech,  bad  forg>tten  to 
state  that  the  Ute  Government  intended 
to  have  gone  on  with  that  work — that  it 
was  a  part  of  their  p.>licy.     He  forgot,  in 
the  meantime,   to  make  any   mention  of 
the  policy  of  ucilizing  the  water  stretches, 
which  he  had  enlarged  upon  so  repeatedly. 
He  said  nothing  in  regard  to  the  ix)licy 
of  taking  up  the  traffic  at  the  termina- 
tion of    the    1 1 0    miles  of    road    from 
Red     River    to    Keewatin,     and    con- 
veying    it     by     water     to     the     other 
110   miles  of  i*ail way   from  the   eastern 
end  of  the  water  stretche<»  to  Thunder 
Bay.     While  he   was  a  member  of  the 
late   Administration   he  repeatedly   told 
US    that  that    wan  their   policy,    and    I 
spoke  in  allusion  to  that  in  the   remarks 
which  I  made  last  Friday.     The  adver- 
tisement for  tenders,  prior   to  the  elec- 
tions in  1878,  did  not  form  a  topic  of 
Hon,  Mr,  ScolL 


discussion.  I  made  no  allusion  to  it  ia 
any  way,  and  had  no  knowledge  of  it» 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken  in  sup- 
pofiing  that  any  tenders  from  that  adver- 
tisement were  among  those  accepted  by 
the  Grovernment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  yes.  The  hon. 
gentleman    will  find  that  I  am  correct. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  mistaken. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
New  tenders  were  advertised  for  and 
received.  In  fact,  up  to  that  time,  the 
surveys  had  not  been  sufficiently  ad- 
vanced to  enable  us  to  call  for  tenders. 
My  colleague's  recollection  of  the  matter 
is  the  same  as  mine,  that  no  tenders  re- 
ceived by  the  late  Government  were 
acted  upon  by  the  present  Administra- 
tion. But  that  is  apart  from  the  sub- 
ject The  point  which  I  wished  to 
make  was  this  :  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
took  credit  to  his  Government  for  having 
intended  to  construct  the  intermediate 
link,  while  I  am  '|uite  confident  that  he 
frequently  stated  in  this  House  that  such 
was  not  the  intention  of  his  Government. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  statement 
was  made  as  far  back  as  1875,  and  that 
is  five  years  ago.  Certainly  after  the 
abandonment  of  the  Rainy  River  im- 
provement, it  was  not  the  policy  of  the 
Government. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  Rainy  River  irnprovera*^nt  never 
was  abandoned.  l^he  work  at  Fort 
Frances  Lock  was  actually  going  on  . 
when  we  came  into  office  ;  and  we  stop- 
ped it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  abandoned 
in  1877— as  far  back  as  that. 


Hon.    Sir    ALEX. 
How  abandoned  1 


CAMPBELL— 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  railroad  wa» 
put  under  contract  as  far  as  English 
River. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPDELT.— Bat 
we  stopped  the  works  at  Fort  Franoeft. 
Lock. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— We  proceeded 
with  the  construction  of  Fort  Frances 
Lock  because  we  thought  it  better  to 
complete  it  after  so  much  had  been  ex- 
pended upon  it  But  we  had  commenced 
the  construction  of  the  line  as  far  as 
English  River. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKIN3— The  lock  was 
not  completed  by  the  hon.  gentleman's 
Government.  In  fact  i  t  is  not  completed 
yet. 

Hon,  Mr.  SCOTr— It  was  stopped  by 
the  present  Government,  but  our  inten- 
tion was  to  have  completed  it,  because 
we  thought  it  better  to  do  so  after  the 
work  had  been  so  far  advanced. 
Our  policy  was  to  go  on  with 
the  intermediate  link  as  soon  as 
sections  then  under  contract  were 
completed,  so  that  we  could  get  oiaterials 
and  supplies  to  the  country  through 
which  the  line  was  to  be  constructed.  I 
think  that  my  hon.  friend  will  find  it  was 
on  our  advertisement  and  on  the  tenders 
received  by  us  that  the  work  was  given 
out. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— I  beg  the  hon. 
gentleman's  pardon.  HU  Government 
divided  it  into  thi'ee  sections  and  eallt^d 
for  tenders  for  those  sections.  After  the 
change  of  Goverumenn,  new  ten-<ers  were 
asked  for  and  the  work  was  divided  into 
two  sections,  so  that  the  work  could  not 
have  been  given  out  in  the  way  that  hon. 
gentleman  suggests. 

?eon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  — Before 
resuming  the  debate  upon  the  AddiesH, 
perliaps  I  might  be  ]>ermitted  to  embrace 
this  op|)Ort unity  to  state  that  [  share  very 
sincerely  the  regret  which  has  been  felt 
by  the  House  on  being  apprised  of  the 
illness  of  the  Speaker.  And  I  desire  to 
add  that  I  am^sure  no  appointment  could 
have  been  made  by  the  Government 
which  would  be  more  acceptable  to  this 
House  than  that  of  my  hon.  friend  now 
in  the  chair.  He  ii  a  gentleman  who 
has  been  long  in  the  Parliaaient  of  his 
country,  and  is  highly  esteemed  by  all 
who  know  him.  I  am  sure  he  will  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  that  position  in  a 
Jlon.  Sir  Alex,  Campbell. 


manner  not  only  creditable  to  himself, 
but  to  reflect  honor  u|)on  this  Chamber. 
The  leader  of  the  Government,  who  spoke 
last,  claimed  credit  that  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  had  been  so  perfectly  drawn 
that  it  was  difficult  even  tor  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  to  find  one  saliint  point 
of  attack.  If  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  so  impregnable,  I  feel,  hon. 
gentlemen,  that  I  should  be  only  wasting 
the  time  of  this  House  to  attempt  any 
further  criticism.  I  congi-atulate  my  hon. 
friend  upon  the  state-cmft  shewn  in  that 
document.  Now,  I  do  not  purpose  re- 
ferring to  the  speeches  of  th«-  mover  and 
seconder  of  the  Address,  further  than  to 
express  my  admiration  of  the  ability 
which  they  both  displayed  in  discharging 
their  duty  There  is  great  utility  and 
value  in  this  old  practice  of  Parliament, 
ofiering  to  us,  as  representatives 
of  the  people,  so  I  avoidable  an 
opportunity  of  reviewing  the  general 
policy  of  the  Administration.  While  I 
do  not  pur;)ose  to  review  the  whole,  I 
desire  to  avail  myselt  of  this  opportimity 
of  making  some  comments  on  the  success 
or  want  of  success  of  the  new  commercial 
policy  inaugurated  last  year.  I  am  sure 
that  no  better  proof  of  the  soundn**ss  and 
success  of  that  policy  could  be  advanced 
than  the  fact  of  so  little  hostile  criticism 
being  made  by  any  portion  of  the  press 
of  the  country.  The  hon.  seconder  of  the 
Address  has  justly  observe<l  that  there 
are  politicians  who  will  endeavor  to  prove 
the  policy  of  any  Government  to  be 
wrong.  There  are  some  politicians  who, 
even  when  the  country  is  prospering, 
will  not  admit  that  the  policy  of  the  Ad- 
ministration is  right ;  but  tlie  very  fact 
of  so  little  criticism — so  little  hostile 
criticism — having  appeared  in  any  part 
of  the  Dominion,  is,  I  think,  the  l»est 
proof  that  the  new  commercial  policy  has 
been  »  great  success.  I  am  sure  that 
nothing  has  transpired  to  show  that 
there  has  been  any  materi«l  change 
in  the  public  sentiment  which 
prevniled  on  the  17th  of  September,  IS78. 
I  am  sure  that  every  man  of  intelligence 
who  is  not  a  mere  partizan  must  feel  that 
such  a  policy  was  the  only  one  that  could 
rescue  the  country  from  the  depressed 
state  into  which  all  our  industiies  had 
fallen.  We  all  remembiT  how  our  most 
enterprising  men  had  been  over|»owered  - 
by    the    manufacturers   of    the    United 
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States  having  made   a  slaughter  market 
of  Cana<la.     We  have  not  yet  seen  the 
full  result  of  that  commercial  f')olicy,  but 
'vre    must  all    admit  that  the  evils  under 
which    we  labored   have  been    somewha: 
diminish^l.     The  olil  cry  of  the  fi-tje  ti-a- 
ders,    wliich  was   so  delusive  to  the  un- 
educated  and    the    unenlightened,    that 
they    should   be   allowed  U)  buy  in   the 
cheai>est  market  and  st^ll  in  the  dearest, 
is  a  principle  which  is  now  belter  under- 
stood  than  it  was  in   those   days.     The 
farmers  of  this  country,  whil*^  they  admit 
tiiat  principle  in    the  abstract,  know  ihe 
value  of  having  the  markets  of  Canada 
for   the  products  of  Canadian  industry. 
They    know   how    oecesuary    it   is    that 
the    Government  should   foatirr  in  eve»-y 
possible   way  those  industiies  that  will 
create  wealth   and   give  employment  tc» 
the   people   of  the  country  ;.  they  know 
^that  the  value  of  developing  our  native 
resources,  and  they  are  aware  from  past 
history  that  every  country  which  depends 
solely  upon  agriculture  remains  compara- 
tively poor  and  without  influence  in  the 
world.     Those  wlio  advocate  free    trade 
principles    must  have  felt  that  had    we 
continued  that  policy,  it  would  have  led 
only  to  national  distress  and  discontent. 
Our  trade   was  rapidly    being  absorbeil 
and  destroyed  by  our  powerful  neighbors, 
and  had  it  continued  our  people    would 
have  become  so  impoverished  that  the  only 
means  of  lescue  would  have  been  to  fall 
into  the  arms  of  the  United  States.     For 
this  they  were  not  prepared,  and  I  venture 
to  say  that  at  this  moment  there  coul(} 
not  be  found  in  the  Dominion  ten  men 
who  would  raise  their  voices  for  annexa- 
tion or  inde|>endence,  and  ha  who  would 
do  so  would  be  looked  upon  as  jaundiced 
from  some  misfortune  or  mental  disorder. 
We  all  feel  the  advantages  which  we  en- 
joy, under  the  shield  of  the  old  flag,  as  the 
rising  portion  of  that  empire  uptm  which 
the  sun  never  sets  ;  we  all  feel  the  com- 
mercial advantages  we  enjoy  in  our  con- 
nection with  Great  Britain  ;.  we  enjoy  the 
protection   of  the  greatest  power   in  the 
world,  without  sharing    the  expense    of 
maintaining  her  standing  army,  and  I  am 
sure  there  is   not  one  of  us  who  has  not 
felt  that   the   Imperial  Government  has 
long   shown,  by  their  every  act.  the   de- 
sire to  strengthen  the  feeling  of  devotion 
and  of  loyalty  to  the  Mother  Country  m 
.this  i»art  of  the  Empire.   In  no  way  have 
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they  shown  this  so  much  as  in  the  selec- 
tion they  have  m?ide  of  those  |>ei'8onage8 
who  have  been  deputed  to  represent  their 
Sovereign  in  British  America  Those 
who  have  erjoyed  that  distinction  have 
been  coblemen  of  the  highest  standing, 
who  have  discharged  their  duty  faithfully 
and  have  earned  for  themselves  the 
gratitude  and  devotion  of  our  peopb.  I 
am  sure  that  the  advantages  we  now  en- 
joy in  having  a  daughter  of  the  Koyal 
xlouse  in  our  midst,  and  her  distinguish- 
ed husband,  is  one  that  we  warmly  ai>- 
preciate.  No  greater  proof  of  Her 
Majesty's  confidence  and  regard  for  this 
Colony  of  the  Empire  oould  be  shown. 
We  all  d'^ply  deplore  the  unfortunate 
accident  that  occurred  to  the  Vice-Regal 
party  on  Saturday  night,  and  I  am  sure 
the  whole  of  our  people  thwughout  the 
Dominion  ai*e  thankful  to  a  higher  Provid- 
ence that  the  result  of  that  accident  was 
not  more  serious.  If  the  people  of  Can- 
ada have  anything  to  com[)lain  of  it  vA 
the  evils  which  they  havd*  b-ought  upon 
themselves.  Many  of  us  begin  to  feel 
that  we  are  governed  too  much — that 
we  have  too  much  legislative  machinery, 
too  many  Legislatures,  and  too  many- 
officials  from  one  end  of  the  Do- 
minic n  to  the  other.  When  we  look 
at  the  great  commercial  stniggle  our 
country  has  been  passing  through,  and 
consider  the  amount  of  governmental 
machinery  wo  have  to  support,  it  seems 
as  if  the  multitude  was  too  great  who 
live  on  the  revenues  of  the  country, — 
who  live  ujKjn  the  fruits  of  the  people's 
industry.  This  evil  is  one,  however, 
that  has  been  called  into  existence  by 
the  peo[ile  themselves.  They  ai*e  not 
satistied  uuless  they  have  their  Township 
Councils,  their  County  Councils,  their 
Local  Legislatures  and  the  General 
Parliament.  If  they  only  had  faitk 
in  the  wisdom  of  throwing  the  Whole 
work  upon  one  legislature,  what  a  vast 
amount  of  money  would  be  saved.  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  my  own 
opinion  is  that  the  Dominion  would  be 
far  better  and  more  eccnomicallj 
governed  to-day  if  we  had  no 
Local  Legislatui-es,  and  the  whole  work 
of  legislation  and  Excutive  Government 
thrown  u|>on  us.  Vv  hy  should  Ontario 
say  they  have  no  confidence  in  the 
Federal  Parliament  1  Our  whole  popula- 
tion is  only  the  population   of  the   city 
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of  London.  Is  not  Great  Britain  satis- 
factorily governed  under  a  legislative 
union  1  It  is  true  there  are  evil.s  com- 
plained ol*  in  Ireland  still,  Gi*eat  Britain, 
the  greatest  enipire  in  the  world,  is  satis- 
firtd  with  a  legislative  union.  We  hear 
our  people  on  all  sides  complaining  of 
the  expense  of  government  and  extra- 
vagant expenditures.  Why  not  diminish 
this  expenditure  l)y  the  ai»olition  of  the 
Provincial  Legislatures?  The  industry  ol 
this  country  is  very  great,  and  its  enter- 
piise  has  been  unsui-passed,  but  with  all 
our  progress  we  are  not  to-day  a  wealthy 
people.  We  have  a  great  ajipearance  of 
wealth.  We  have,  no  doubt,  pros|)erous 
towns  to  all  ajipearance ;  we  have  fine 
cities  and  palatial  residences,  but  fre- 
quently without  income  to  live  in  them. 
I  should  not  be  doing  my  duty  to  Par- 
liament if  I  did  not  state  my  own 
impressions  as  to  the  condition  of  affairs. 
I  think  that  fuany  of  the  richest  and 
most  enterprising  men  have  l>ecome  poor, 
and  there  hits  been  m  n-e  or  less  a  want  of 
emphiyment  for  the  laboring  classes. 
The  country  is  overweighted;  Q^^vy  cor- 
poration is  loaded  w'ith  debt.  From  the 
smallest  town  or  village  to  the  largest 
city,  they  ai-e  all  so  overloaded  with  debt 
that  a  multitude  of  our  people  complain 
of  the  burden  of  taxation,  and  I  think 
the  evils  of  the  body  politic  are  fostered 
and  multiplied  by  the  Local  I^egislatures. 
If  hon.  gentlemen  will  bear  with  me  fo 
a  moment  I  shall  give  you  one  page  from 
the  history  of  Ontario,  to  show  you  how 
the  system  has  been  working.  Ihere  is 
a  class  of  politicians  and  traders  who 
devote  themselves  to  the  work  of  school- 
ing the  people  to  think  that  they  cannot 
have  too  many  railw.iys,  and  that  they 
cannot  go  too  deeply  into  debt  for  the 
purpose  of  multiplying  railways  through 
the  different  counties  of  Ontario.  Certain 
districts,  not  satisfied  with  having  already 
two  railways  traversing  them,  have 
been  mialed  by  a  dangerous  class  of  un- 
scrupulous schemers  to  gmnt  subsidies 
to  a  third  road.  The  Local  Government 
Tirtuously  steps  in.  by  way  of  strength 
ening  their  political  power,  and  gi*ants  a 
large  subsidy.  They  do  not  pretend  that 
there  is  any  stock  list  of  the  company. 
The  scheme  is  nothing  more  or  less  than 
one  conceived  and  inaugurated  by  a  few 
nelfisk  men  to  enable  them  to  dupe  the 
people  of  the  rural  districts  and  enrich 
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themselv(;s  out  of  the  spoil.  Such  men 
are  a  scourge  to  this  fair  and  beautiful 
Dominion  in  which  we  live.  The  sub- 
sidies of  certiiin  municipalities  and  the 
Local  Government  enable  them  to  com- 
mence work,  but  not  to  finish  the  road. 
Their  procedu-e,  then,  under  most  dis- 
creditable legislation  obtiiined  from  the 
Local  Government,  is  'x)  traverse  and  in- 
jure the  farms  of  our  industrious  settlers, 
knowing  that  they  have  no  money  tapay 
them.  If  those  farmei-s  try  to  obtain 
compensation  for  the  destruction  of  their 
|)roperties,  they  are  met  by  a  hordi*  of 
lawyers, — the  kind  of  men  to  defeat 
every  h(;nest  effort  to  obtain  justice.  And 
this  is  a  free  country  in  which  we  live  I 
We  bnhnld,  daily,  private  rights  tmmpled 
under,  our  honest,  industrious  population 
ileprived  of  the  proi)erty  they  have  obtain* 
ed  by  groat  labour  and  toil,  under  the 
legislation  of  one  of  those  Local  Parlia- 
ments. It  is  surprising  t'3  me  that  our 
|)eople  have  peacably  borne  with  the 
wrong  and  injustice  I  have  known  some 
who  are  seriously  thinking  of  lejiving  their 
lid  homes  to  go  elsewhere.  Their  feel- 
ing is,  th  it  thei*e  is  no  protection  of 
private  rights,  and,  unfortunately,  there  is 
no  public  sentiment,  as  in  Bngltnd,  to  put 
j  down  abandoned  members  of  the  legal 
)>rotession.  Peacealtle  and  industiiuua 
citizens  have  no  particular  love  for  the 
law  courts  where  such  legislation  is  ad- 
ministered, and  their  only  coui-se  is  to 
choose  another  locality  where  there  are 
less  troublesome  and  obnoxious  elements. 
I  consider  it  to  be  my  duty  to  advert  to 
such  facts,  as  it  is  the  province  and  duty 
of  Parliament  to  provide  for  the  protection 
of  private  rights  and  private  property. 
And  now,  I  desire  to  refer  to  one  of  tbo 
evils  which  we  shall  have  to  combat 
most  strenuously  in  the  Dominion  Par- 
liament if  we  are  to  preserve  the  public 
credit  and  liecome  in  the  future  a  great 
country.  No  member  of  Parliament  is 
more  favorable  than  I  am  to  the  projec- 
tion of  every  public  work  which  will 
lead  to  a  corresponding  increase  of  our 
|K>pulation,  trade  and  revenue.  We  must 
expect  that  the  public  debt  of  the  Domi- 
nion will  increase,  in  order  to  open  out 
our  magnificent  country  of  the  Norch- 
West.  It  has  been  necessary  for  our 
Government  to  construct  and  operate  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  and  further  the 
Railway  from  Prince  Arthur's  Landing 
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to  Selkirk  as  a  Government  work.  But 
I  aii>  of  the  number  who  hold  that  all 
railways  west  of  the  Red  River  should 
be  bailt  by  private  enterprise, — by  pri- 
vato  chartered  companies,  Vith  grants  of 
laud  and  money.  We  should  make  th^t 
magnificent  territorv  build  its  own  roads. 
And  in  no  case  should  we  operate  any 
railwa}8  as  Government  works  where 
it  is  possible  to  place  them  advantageously 
in  the  hands  of  reliable  chartei*ed  compa- 
nies! We  all  know  under  what  disadvan- 
tageous circumstances  our  Government 
must  operat")  all  such  Government  works, 
and  that  the  Dominion  will  be  exposed  to 
never-ceasing  deficits,  which  will  bo  a 
source  of  irritation  to  our  people  for  all 
time  to  come.  The  Washington  Gov- 
ernment never  constructed  or  operated  a 
mile  of  railwav  in  their  whole  territory, 
and  we  should  l)e  acting  wisely  to  follow 
their  example  and  endeavor  to  get  most 
of  our  Government  railways  into  the 
hands  of  reliable  private  chartered  coip- 
panies.  I  fear  that  I  have  been  trespass 
ing  too  long  upon  the  kind  indulgence  of 
the  House,  and  must  draw  my  remarks 
to  a  conclusion.  If  we  are  to  fireserve 
the  credi|,  of  this  country  and  build  up  a 
great  future,  we  must  watch  very  jeal- 
ously the  legion  of  claims  upon  the 
Government  fbr  sectional  improvements. 
The  Government  of  the  day  "is  unceasingly 
harassed  by  the  multitude  of  such  claims. 
We  must  in  thb  Chamber  exercise  a  firm 
and  controlling  power  to  pi*event  too 
rapid  an  increase  of  the  public  debt  for 
premature  and  unworthy  objects.  The 
future  of  the  Dominion  is  entirely  in  our 
hands,  and  I  cannot  but  express  my 
own  feeling  and  conviction,  that  we  have 
at  this  moment  the  ablest  and  best  of  our 
public  men  at  the  iielm  of  affairs. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  common 
with  every  other  member  of  the  House, 
I  regret  exceedingly  that  the  gentleman 
who  was  so  lecently  apjminted  our 
Speaker  should  have  been  able  to  occupy 
the  chair  so  short  a  time ;  and  I  am 
pleased  to  know  that  so  good  a  substitute 
Las  been  found.  With  reference  to  the 
appointment  to  fill  the  vacancy  in  the 
Government,  I  think  the  House  will  feel, 
particularly  at  a  time  like  this,  when 
the  subjects  of  banking  and  cuiTency  are 
about  to  be  considei^ed  by  the  Legislature 
and  dealt  with  by  the  Government,  that 
Hon*  Mr,  Alexander. 


it  is  a  very  fortunate  and  desirable  thing 
that  a  gentleman  should  have  become  a 
member  of  the  Government  who  has  a 
very  large  stake  in  the  welfare  of  the 
country,  and  whose  views  on  this  subject 
are  pretty  sure  to  be  sound  and  conser- 
vative. It  affords  the  country  some 
guarantee  that  the  rumors  which  we 
have  heard,  that  the  Government  were- 
dLsposeti  to  go  a  certain  distance  outside 
of  what  h\s  heretofore  been  regarded  a» 
a  sound  financinl  course,  are  not  correct. 
There  is  one  other  matter  that  has  not 
been  alluded  to  by  any  previous  speaker, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  it  wO>ild  be  an 
omission  on  the  part  of  tliis  House  if  it 
should  not  be  mentioned.  I  refer  to  the  fact 
that  since  our  last  meeting — since  the 
last  session  of  Parliament — Her  Majesty 
has  been  pleased  to  confer  the  honor  of 
kniorhthood  upon  the  gentleman  who  since 
1867  has  so  ably  and  admirably  led  this 
House.  As  one  member  of  the  Senate,  I 
feel  that  I  have  i-eason  to  congi-atulate 
myself,  and  I  believe  that  every  member 
of  this  House  shares  the  f'-eliiig.  There 
is  no  doubt  that,  if  the  honor  of  knight- 
hood had  never  been  bestowed  in  tbi» 
country  on  anyone  less  worthy  of  it  than 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  leads  this  House^ 
then  it  would  be  univeraally  regarded  as 
an  honor  indeed.  There  is  also  another 
matter  that  I  should  like  to  say  some- 
thing •  about  before  dealing  with  the 
speech  of  His  Excellency,  and  it  was  re- 
ferred  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
moved  the  Address  in  reply  to  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  :  that  is,  that  while  it 
is  no  doubt  a  very  desii*able  thing  that 
we  should  have  a  gentleman  of  Mr, 
Macphei'son's  ability  and  experience  in 
the  Government,  still  there  are  some 
members  of  the  House  who  might  take 
exception  to  the  fact  that  we  have  in  the 
Senate  three  members  of  the  Government 
all  from  the  one  Province,  and  that  Pro- 
vince the  one  which  is  supposed 
just  now  to  exercise  a  pi*epondeiuting  in- 
fluence in  the  Government  of  the  coun- 
try. 1  shall  not  say  anything  more  about 
it,  but  merely  remark  that  if  it  had  hap- 
pened under  another  regime  I  know  that 
a  gi*eat  deal  would  have  been  said  u|k>xi 
the  subject,  and  it  is  worthy  of  some 
attention.  I  do  not  propose  to  say  much 
about  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Woodstock  (Mr.  Alexander)  for  the 
reason  that  the  greater  part  of  it  did  not 
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<[eal  with  the  matter  before  the  House. 
1  do  not  see  that  we  are  just  now  coq- 
«emed  with  the  doings  of  any  legislature 
in  the  union.  What  might  have  been 
done  wrongly  by  the  Legislature  of  On- 
tario is  not  before  us.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man can  have  an  oppoitunity  to  bring 
that  before  us  in  angular  manner  if  he 
thinks  it  desirable,  but  I  do  not  think  it 
is  proper  now.,  Mnd  I  for  one  must  pro- 
test against  his  theory  that  a  legislative 
■union  would  be  a  desirable  thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  C  H  APAIS- Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  that 
the  general  sentiment  of  the  country  is 
againsc  it,  and  that  if  any  legislature  is 
to  be  done  away  wich  it  should  be  the  Do- 
minion Pai'liament.  I  think  the  Provinces 
are  better  able  to  manage  th^ir  aiikirs 
without  a  Dominion  Parliament  than 
the  Dominion  could  do  without 
the  ProvincLil  Legislatures.  I  do  not 
prof/ose  to  argue  the  question  out,  but 
that  is  the  way  I  feel,  and  I  believe  that 
most  hon.  gentlemen  so  feel  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  are  able  to  sustain  their 
opinion  by  sound  arguments.  Taking  up 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  we  all  re- 
joice with  His  Excellency  that  the  har- 
vest has  been  so  abHudant ;  but  I  cannot 
4igree  with  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
that  there  has  been,  so  far,  any  very 
marked  indication  of  returning  prosperity. 
There  has  been  a  good  harvest  in  many 
parts  of  the  countiy,  but  that  has  not 
brought  about  any  general  or  permanent 
improvement,  'i  he  number  of  insolven- 
cies in  the  country  is  a  moderately  fair 
tost  of  its  prosperity.  During  the  year 
1879  there  were  more  insolvencies  in 
Canada  than  in  any  previous  year  of  the 
'depi'ession,  or,  in  fact,  any  year  since  1867; 
and  this  has  happened  while  in  the 
United  States,  where  no  change  of 
policy  has  taken  place,  the  number  of 
failures  has  been  very  much  less  than  in 
1878.  Business  has  improved  and  times 
^re  much  better  in  the  United  States 
than  they  were  for  some  years  before ; 
and  the  depression  is  jiassing  away  in 
England  also.  My  feeling  is  that  if  it 
were  not  for  the  policy  which  unfortun- 
ately, as  I  believe,  was  adopted  by  this 
country  last  year,  we  should  now  be  shar- 
ing ia  the  returninv;  prosperity  of  the 
Uaited  States.  I  'Ijeli^ve  that  the  tai  ifT 
Hon.  Mr.Povom 


which  has,  to  a  certain  extent,  built  up 
a  wall  between  us  and  the  United  States, 
has  prevented  us  from  feeling  as  fully  as 
we  otiierwise  would  have  done,  the  im- 
proved condition  of  affairs  in  that  coun- 
try.  I  may  remark  here  o  i  the  tone 
assumed  by  the  seconder  of  the  Address 
^and  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down,  with  reference  to  those  who, 
they  seem  to  think,  are  aflfticted 
with  judicial  blindness  because  they  are 
unable  to  see  the  prosperity  of 
the  country.  Why  has  not  the  evi- 
dence of  that  prosperity  been  brought 
before  the  House  ?  I  have  not  heard 
any  hon.  gentleman  bring  facts  to  prove 
that  there  was  any  great  improvement. 
I  know  that  there  is  not  a  member  of 
this  House  from  the  Maritime  Provinces 
who  will  venture  seriously  to  state  that 
the  people  there  are  more  prespereus 
now  than  they  were  twelve  months  ago. 
The  fact  is  that,  in  the  Lower  Provinces, 
the  manufacturoi;^  and  commercial  men 
generally  are  worse  off  as  a  rule  than 
they  were  last  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON--N0,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— My  hon.  collea- 
gue  laughs ;  he  will  have  a  chance  to 
reply,  and  to  furnish  proof  of  the  im- 
provement, if  he  can.  There  has  been 
some  in  the  lumber  trade,  and  freights 
hare  gone  up  ;  but  they  do  not  depend 
upon  the  National  Policy.  That  ]M>licy 
has  no  more  to  with  thase  bmnches  of 
industry  than  with  the  good  harvest.  I  do 
not  think  that  my  hon.  friend  will  ven- 
ture to  contradict  me  when  I  say  that 
there  is  more  extreme  distress  and 
poverty  and  utter  want  in  the  Previnces 
of  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia  now 
than  at  any  time  in  the  last  ten  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  true,  as  has 
been  said,  that  certain  manufacturers  are 
making  more  now  than  they  did  twelve 
months  ago  —  it  is  true  of  the  Upper 
Provinces,but  not  of  the  Lower  Provinces. 
While  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Government 
was  not  able  to  say  that  prosperity  had 
come  in  the  degree  in  which ,1  presume,ho 
had  hoped  it  would,  he  claimed  credit  for 
his  Grovernment  because  they  had  at  least 
premiseil  more  than  their  predecessors. 
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If  they  feel  as  the  late  Adminiftti*rttion 
did.  and  as  I  helievw  they  do  themselves, 
that  they  cannot  do  anything  to  rennjvv 
the  dejiression,  I  tliiiik  it  is  certainly  a 
more  honest,  honorable  and  manly  course 
to  s/iy  to  the  people,  **  We  cannot  help 
yoii,"  than  to  make  proraibes  which  llu\v 
know  that  they  cannot  fulfil.  That  is 
excatly  what  the  present  Government  havt* 
done,  and  not  one  of  the  promises 
that  they  made  befoi-e  or  after  the 
elecdonrt  has  Wen  redeemed.  With 
reference  to  the  next  section  of  the 
Speevh,  the  desiral>ility  of  our  assisting 
our  frdlow-suhjects  in  Ireland,  there  can 
be  hut  one  opinion  ;  and  but  one  has 
been  expressed.  I  only  hope  that  what- 
ever relief  can  be  afforded  will  be  pjiven 
quickly.  The  fourth  paragraph  refei-s  to 
the  number  of  settlei^  who,  during  the 
past  year,  have  gone  into  our  North- 
West  from  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States  as  well  as  from  the  oWer  Provinces, 
and  soQK^thing  is  said  of  the  visit  ot  Com- 
missioners from  Great  Britain.  The  ' 
paragi*aph  winds  up  by  saying  that  some- 
thing must  be  done  for  the  reception  of 
the  exi>ected  immigrants.  Now,  I  am 
awure  myself  that  large  numbei*s  of  our 
own  people,  nativos  of  the  country,  have 
left  the  Lower  Provinces,  aind  1  under- 
stand, from  report  in  the  newspapers 
and  other  sources,  that  a  very  consider- 
able number  of  i)er80us  have  left  Ontario 
and  Quebec  to  settle  in  the  United 
States,  and  there  have  a  share  in 
the  prosperity  which  has  returned 
to  that  countiy  but  has  not  returned 
to  us  ;  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
it  would  be  a  very  much  more  desirable 
thing  if  the  Government  had  taken  means 
to  retain  those  people  in  the  Dominion, 
rather  than  to  bring  in  strangers  who 
ai*e  not  nearly  so  valuable  settlers  or 
citizens  as  the  men  who  have  been  born 
and  brought  up  in  the  country.  One  of 
the  princi)»al  results  of  the  policy  fore- 
shadowed in  this  paragraph  will  be  that 
a  very  considerable  staff  of  employes  will 
be  requii'ed  for  tlie  purpose  of  p'*epaiing 
for  the  numerous  immigrants  who  are 
expected.  I,  for  one,  cannot  see  that 
tliat  is  a  desirable  consummation.  It  is 
only  two  years  ago  that  a  very  deter- 
mined attack  was  made  u[>on  the  late 
Government  because  it  was  supposed  that 
they  had  too  large  a  staff  in  this  very  De- 
partment, and  that  it  was  too  expensive. 
Hon,  Mr.  Povoer, 


Now  we  find  the  present  Government,  I 
have  no  doubl-,  aUo'it  incurring  a  larger 
exp«nditure  than  w»is  ever  made  by  the 
late  Govern mt»nt.  The  fifuh  paragraph 
h'als  with  the  coustrnction  of  the  Canada 
P.t«.ific  R  III  way.  With  reference  to 
this  pa:u:4raph,  there  is  one  question 
th;it  sujrgesr.3  itself  to  me,  th**  answer  to 
which  his  not  l»een  made  very  clear  by 
the  leader  of  tho  G  >vornment,  and  that 
is  this  :  the  Minister  of  Railways  and 
(Janils,  dtirius;  last  Session,  intimated,  if 
[  am  not  mlsraken.  that  it  was  prolwble 
that  at  a  future  day  tins  Government  would 
go  or,  with  the  construction  of  the  Pacific 
Railway  by  the  Narrows  of  Liike  Mani- 
tolia.  as  had  been  originally  intended  ;, 
and  Pailiiment  was  given  to  'indersband 
then  that  this  road  south  of  Lake  Mani- 
toba was  on^y  a  teirporary  thing,  and^ 
for  all  we  knew,  was  merely  a  local  road 
intended  to  develop  the  more  fertile  j)or- 
tions    of    the     country.  We     have 

not  been  informetl  by  the  Gt)vernment 
whether  it  is  still  their  intention  to  build 
the  road  by  the  Narrows,  or  whether 
they  have  abandoned  it  altogether. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
It  never  was  the  intention  ot  the  Govern- 
ment to  construct  a  line  by  the  Narrows 
of  Lake  Manitoba. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  can  only  saj 
that  a  statement  bearing  thit  construc- 
tion was  made  by  the  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways in  the  other  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— It  is  a  decided 
mist  ike;  it  could  not  have  been  mado  by 
him. 

-  Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  suppose  that  I 
shall  be  allowed  to  show  the  authority 
if  I  can.  It  was  quoted,  I  believe,  in  our 
own  official  report  of  the  debate  last 
year.  Am  1  to  understand,  then,  that 
the  line  running  south  of  Lake  Manitol>a 
is  to  lie  a  )>ortiou  of  the  main  line  of  the 
Paciiic  Railway  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— A  good  deal  of 
credit  is  claimed  by  the  Government  for 
having  undertaken  to  furnish  the  missing 
link  between  Keewatin  and  English 
River,     That  is  a  miitter  that  baa  beea 
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discassed  today,  but  there  is  just  one 
feature  in  connection  with  the  Paciti*- 
Railway  that,  I  think,  deserves  a  littlo 
attention.  Tne  hon.  the  leader  of  the 
Government  said  that  the  old  Admin- 
istration had  atlverdsed  for  tenders  lor 
the  c  mstrujtion  of  the  missing  link. 
but  it  did  not  follow  that  they  were  going 
to  huild  it.  That  may  or  may  not  l»e 
true,  and  may  or  may  not  be  a  gooil 
argil nient ;  but  when  we  get  out  to  Brit- 
ish Columbia,  and  when  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  says  that  it  is  rather  an  un- 
wise or  improvident  thing  for  the  present 
Governm«ntto  build  127  miles,  beginning 
at  Emory's  Bar  and  ending  at  Savona's 
Ferry,  the  leader  of  the  Government 
Bay«,  "  You  intended  to  build  it  your- 
selves, l»ecau8e  you  asked  for  tendera.*' 
The  leader  of  tlie  Government  should 
choose  one  position  or  the  other.  If  their 
aiivertlsing  for  t*^nders  meant  that  the 
late  Government  intended  to  construct  a 
ioclion  in  British  Columbia,  then  it 
meant,  also,  that  the  late  Government 
intended  to  construct  the  missing  link  of 
the  Thunder  Bay  section. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— If 
ihe  hon.  i^entleman  will  pnrdon  me  for 
interrupting  him,  I  would  like  to  explain 
that  I  did  not  say  anything  about  their 
adveitising  for  tenders  for  constnicting 
the  missing  link.  In  fact,  I  knew  nothing 
about  it.  The  firat  that  I  heard  of  it  was 
the  coiTection  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition  made  to-day.  In  s[>eaking 
the  other  day,  I  was  not  aware  of  the 
fact,  and,  therefore,  I  said  notliing  about 
it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  am  quite  aware 
of  that ;  bnt  I  understood  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  Government,  the  other  day,  to 
cliiim  credit  for  having  done  something 
which  their  predecessors  had  failed  to  du 
— for  having  awarded  contracts  for  con- 
structing the  missing  link,  which  their 
predecessors  had  not  intended  to  do  for 
several  years  In  reply  to  that,  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  shows  to-day 
that  tenders  had  been  called  for  with  a 
riew  to  going  on  with  that  work.  I 
an-lerstood  the  leader  of  the  Government 
to  Say  that  this  did  not  nece&sarily 
mean  that  they  were  going  to  construct 
that  section. 


Hon.    Sir   ALEX, 
did  not  say  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  Power, 


CAMPBELL-i-I 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  so  understood 
the  hon.  gentleman.  If  advertising  for 
temlei-8  did  not  mean  that  work  was  to  be 
undertaken  in  one  case,  it  tlid  noc  mean 
that  it  was  to  be  undertaken  in  the  other. 
I  think  myself  tliat  somethincf  would 
depend  upon  the  nature  or  the  tentlers 
and  the  tiiiaiicial  ability  of  thi'counUy  to 
prosecute  such  a  work.  I  think  that 
whi  e  the  tin^ncial  condition  of  the 
country  is  as  poor  as  it  is  now,  and  while 
we  have  to  face  a  deficit  as  large  or 
rather  larger  than  in  any  former  year,  it 
is  an  unfortunate  time  to  nndertake  to 
construct  two  such  impoitant  w^rks  as 
the  mis-sing  link  and  the  section  jdaced 
under  contract  in  British  Ccdumbia  I 
should  not  have  risen  at  all  to-day  if  it 
had  rot  been  for  the  next  pnragraph  in 
the  S|)eech.  It  is  a  matter  in  which  I 
have  a  right  to  be  interested,  and  one 
that  I  think  deserveb  to  have  attention 
called  to  it.     It  is  as  follows  : — 

*'  The  adoption  of  a  rigid  Rye«tom  of  economy 
in  the  management  uf  the  Intt-rfoIoniHi  Rail- 
way haH,  without  impairmg  the  efticiency  of 
its  working,  efifected  Huch  a  diminution  of  ex- 
pense aH  to  warrant  the  belief  that  the  country 
will  in  future  be  relieved  from  any  con*«idtT- 
able  burjden  in  connection  with  its  operation." 

Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  I  think  it  is  very 
much  to  be  regretted  that  that  paragraph 
should  have  been  inserted  in  the  Speech, 
because  it  is  calculated -to  lead  the  Houso 
and  the  country,  if  they  l)elieve  it 
to  be  correct,  altogether  astray.  In  the 
tii-st  place  the  efliciency  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Ri»ilway  has  been  very  seriously 
impaired  ;  and  I  do  not  think  thai  it  is 
likely,  if  the  road  is  to  be  run  at  all,  that 
this  economy  can  be  permanent.  I 
shall  give  my  reasons  for  saying  so. 
Membei-s  fi-om  the  Maritime  Provinces^ 
and  I  presume  all  members  of  the  House, 
are  .aware  ihdX  the  construction  of  the 
Inter:olonial  Railway  was  one  of  the 
principal  inducements  held  out  to  the 
Lower  Provinces  to  enter  the  union.  The 
people  of  the  city  to  which  I  b«-long  and 
of  the  Lower  Pi-ovinces  generally  were 
told  that  this  road  was  to  be  to  them  a 
source  of  untold  blessings;  it  was  to  make 
Halifax,  and,  in  a  less  degree,  St.  John,  the 
wharves  of  the  Dominion.  Halifax  was  to 
be  the  Liverpool  on  this  side  of  the  water  ; 
and  the  whole  tmtiic,  not  only  of  Canada, 
but  of  a  great  portion  of  the  United  States, 
was  to  pass  thi-ough  tliat  city  on  its  way 
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to  Europe.  The  Govemraenfc  of  that 
day,  which  is  the  same  Goveraiiient  we 
have  now  in  power,  when  they  under- 
took to  select  the  route  for  the  rail- 
way, did  not  select  it  on  commercial 
piinciples.  In  fact,  very  little  regard 
wasT  p:iid  to  commercial  principles  in 
connection  with  the  r jad.  I  find  no  fault 
with  the  Government  for  having  acted  in 
that  way.  I  think  their  view  was  a 
sound  one ;  they  wished  the  road  to  do 
the  most  good  to  the  whole  country,  and 
particularly  to  the  eastern  portion  of  the 
Dominion.  At  the  present  day  they  seem 
to  entertain  different  views;  and  they 
claim  great  credit  for  economy  in  manag- 
ing the  road.  Economy  is  a  very  good 
thing  in  its  way,  but  it  is  not  the  best 
policy  in  relation  to  a  public  work  such  as 
the  Intercolonial  when  it  is  puichased  at 
the  cost  of  efficiency,  or  if  that  vast 
public  work  which  was  constructed  at 
such  expense  should  cease  to  benefit  those 
for  whom  it  was  intended.  I  hold  that 
the  economy  that  is  now  proposed  on  she 
Intercolonial  Railway  is  of  that  charac- 
ter, and  that  it  is  likely  to  render  the 
road  useless.  Before  the  Government 
can  claim  much  credit  for  their  economy 
on  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  they  must 
also  show  that  they  have  been  economical 
in  oth<>r  quartei-s.  At  the  time  the  late 
Government  went  out  of  office,  the  Inter- 
colonial was  one  of  the  best  railroads  in 
America ;  in  fact,  I  do  not  think  there 
was  any  railway  on  the  continent  which 
was  superior  to  it.  The  staff,  while  it 
WHS  not  too  large,  was  large  enough  to  do 
the  work  of  the  road.  The  track  was  in 
admirable  condition,  and  the  rolling 
8to<*.k  was  constructed  and  maintained  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  do  the  business 
speedily  and  well.  The  consequence  was 
that  the  road  had  got  to  be  a  favorite 
mode  of  travel  between  the  Lower-  and 
the  Upper  Provinces  ;  and  nearly  all  the 
passengers  who  came  by  the  ocean 
steamers  intending  to  go  to  Montreal  or 
the  West,  up  to  the  last  year,  landed  at 
Halifax  and  came  over  the  Intercolonial. 
The  English  mail  trains  made  remark- 
ably good  time,  and  the  running  time 
from  Lialifax  to  Montreal  was  not  more 
than  thirty  or  thirty-four  hours.  The 
regular  trains  always  made  good  time ; 
a  large  quantity  of  freight  piissed  over 
the  road  both  east  and  west,  and  accidents 
were  almost  unknown.  Tlje  Admiuis- 
Hon.  Mr.  Powtr. 


tration  now  in  power  had  located  the 
workshops  at  Moncton,  and  had  bought 
the  grounds  and  undertaken  the  build- 
ini^s.  When  the  late  Government  went 
out  of  ]K)wer  the  workshops  at  Moncton 
were  equal,  I  believe,  to  any  workshops  on 
the  continent,  and  the  work  done  there 
and  at  Richmond  was  as  good  as 
similar  work  done  anywhere  m  America. 
The  railway  from  Balifax  to  Riviere  da 
Loup  was  in  admirable  condition,  the 
only  defect  baing  the  intermediate  link 
between  Kiviere  du  Loup  and  Quebec. 
Thjt  section  was  owned  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  and  had  not  been  kept 
up  in  the  way  it  should  have  l)een.  The 
Government,  a  year  ago,  took  power  to 
remedy  that  defec%  and  most  hon.  gentle- 
men from  the  Lower  Provinces  hoped 
that,  when  we  came  to  the  meeting  of 
Parliament  this  Session,  we  would  have 
found  that  the  Government  had  done 
what  we  were  led  to  believe  they  were 
ar)out  to  do — repair  that  section  and  lay 
it  with  new  steel  rails.  That  has  not 
been  done ;  the  road  is  still  in  the  same 
condition  that  it  was  in  last  year,  and 
the  million  and  a  half  dollars  that 
have  been  ex ] tended  on  the  purchase  of 
this  section  from  the  Grand  Trunk  has 
produced  no  good  result  to  the  country. 
It  is  to  be.  hoped  that  by  this  time  twelve 
months  something  will  have  been  done 
to  i-emedy  the  existing  evil.  The  pre- 
sent Government  came  in,  and  the  reign 
of  so-called  economy  began.  Workmen, 
who  were  necessary  and  could  not  pro- 
perly be  done  without,  were  dismissed 
in  large  numbers,  and  the  consequence 
has  been  that  the  rolling  stock  has  dete- 
tiorated  to  such  nn  extent  that  there  is 
hardly  a  trip  made  over  the  road  now 
during  whicn  some  accident  does  not 
occur.  I  s{)eak  for  myself  and  a  number 
of  my  honouralde  colleagues  here  who 
came  up  from  the  east  at  the  same  time. 
During  that  trip  there  were  no  less  than 
three  accidents.  The  English  mail  train , 
which  was  just  ahead  of  us,  lost  one  of  its 
trucks  near  Chatham  and  tore  up  the 
track.  We  wei*e  detained  five  hours  at 
that  point  owing  to  the  accident.  At 
Bathurst,  it  was  found  that  a  wheel  of 
the  first  class  car  was  defective,  and  the 
car  had  to  be  taken  off  and  replaced  at 
Campbellton  by  another.  Again,  when 
we  got  on  the  Riviere  du  Loup  branch,  it 
was  found  that  a  freight  train  had  got  off 
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the  track  there,  and  we  were  again  de- 
tained for  three  hours,  so  that  we  had  to 
leave  Point  L6vis  at  six  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  instead  of  eight  o'clock  the 
previous  evening.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Halifax  (Dr.  A  Imon)  informed  me  to-day 
that  no  accident  had  occurred  on  his 
way  up ;  but  T  have  since  learned 
that  he  was  in  error,  as  an  en- 
gine had  given  out  at  Metapedia. 
Accidents  are  of  daily  occurrence,  caused 
by  the  breaking  down  of  the  railway 
stock,  and  I  look  upon  it  as  a  false  and 
foolish  piece  of  economy  to  allow  the 
road  to  lun  down  in  that  manner.  The 
workshops  were  built  at  a  very  large 
expense  to  the  country,  and  they  did 
their  work  admirably  ;  but  the  present 
Ministry  thought  fit,  after  coming  into 
power,  to  discharge  the  men  who  were  at 
work  and  to  declare  that  in  future  the 
rolling  stock  should  be  built  by  contract. 
It  seems  to  me  to  be  an  exceedingly  un- 
wise policy  which  throws  a  great  number 
of  men  out  of  employment,  renders  the 
expenditure  on  the  workshops  useless, 
and  gives  less  efficient  work  at  probably 
greater  expense.  The  general  staflf  has 
been  reduced  altogether  below  what 
it  ought  to  be — below  what  it 
would  be  on  a  railway  conducted 
by  a  private  company.  For  instance,  at 
the  railway  station  at  Halifax,  there  was 
a  train  despatcher  or  watchman  and  a 
policeman,  both  of  whom  were  necessary, 
and  neither  of  whom  received  a  very  large 
salary,  but  the  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals,  guided  by  his  economical  policy, 
discharged  the  policeman,  to  the  very 
great  inconvenience  of  the  public.  Some 
employes,  who  had  been  in  the  service  of 
the  Government  for  years  at  moderate 
salaries,  had  their  wages  cut  down,  be- 
sides a  number  of  men  who  were 
discharged  altogether.  At  the  safne  time, 
Mr.  Black,  who  took  a  rather  prominent 
part  in  a  recent  election,  has  been  ap- 
pointed as  travelling  agent  for  the  Inter- 
colonial, to  secure  business  for  it.  He 
receives  a  salary  of  some  $2,00§  a  year 
and  travelling  expenses,  but  the  country 
has  not  seen  any  good  come  out  of  the 
appointment.  Another  man  named  Boggs, 
belonging  to  the  county  of  Cumberland, 
waa  appointed  at  Windsor.  His  work 
might  just  as  well  have  been  done  by 
one  of  the  financial  clerks  in  the  railway 
ofl&ctj  at  Hulif  IX.  He  was  not  necessary 
Uon,  Mr,  Pou:er, 


before,  and  he  is  not  necessary  now. 
The  salaries  of  these  two  men  added 
together  would  more  than  cover  the 
reduction  in  the  salaries  of  neces- 
sary officers,  and  there  is  really  no 
economy  in  the  case  at  all.  There  is 
another  matter  of  considerable  moment  to 
the  people  of  the  Lower  Provinces.  The 
delay  in  the  transport  of  freight  on  the 
Intercolonial  Bailway  is  altogether  un- 
justifiable. No  Halifax  or  St.  John 
merchant  who  orders  goods  from  Mon- 
treal can  hope  to  receive  them  over  the 
Intereolonial  in  less  than  ten  days  after 
the  order. 

It  being  six  o'clock,  the  hon.  Mr. 
Power  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

The  motion  was  agi'eed  to. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Tuesday,  February  17ih,  1880, 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o*clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE   ADDRESS. 
DEBATE  CONTINUED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
read — resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on 
the  Hon.  Mr.^Trudel's  motion, 

*<  That  an  Address  be  presented  to  His  Ex- 
cellency the  Governor-General  to  offer  their 
respectful  thanks  to  His  Excellency  for  the 
gracious  Speech  which  His  Excellency'  has 
been  pleased  to  make  to  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  said— In  consider- 
ing the  Speech  from  the  Throne  I  had 
got  to  the  6th  paragraph,  which  deals 
with  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and  had 
endeavored  to  show  that,  whereas  when 
the  present  Government  came  into  power, 
the  track,  rolling  stock  and  staff  of  that 
road  were  in  an  admirable  state  of  effi- 
ciency, they  had  since  that  time  greatly 
deteriorated,  and  the  freight  traffic  had 
decreased;  that  the  maUs  which  had, 
under  the  previous  Administration, 
taken  but  thirty  hours  to  run  from  Hali- 
fax to  Montreal,  now  occupied  nearly 
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forty  hours,  and  that  passengers  who  had 
formerly  landed  at  Halifax  and  proceeded 
to  Montreal  over  the  Intercolonial,  under 
the  managoment  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, continued  their  voyage  by  steamer 
to  Portland  and  proceeded  westward 
over  the  Grand  Trunk.  That  whereas 
under  the  former  Administration  accid- 
ents had  seldom  occuired,  at  present 
scarcely  a  train  passed  over  the  road  with- 
out some  accident  more  or  less  serious 
having  to  be  recorded.  I  think  this  is  a 
roost  unsatisfactory  state  of  affairs,  and  it 
must  appear  to  every  hon.gentloroan  that, 
if  the  Government  continue  the  present 
system  of  economizing  on  the  Intercolon- 
ial, in  a  little  while  lo  one  will  care  to 
travel  over  the  road  without  having  hb 
life  very  largely  insured,  and  we  shall, 
before  many  months,  have  reached  the 
clinuix  of  economy,  and  the  road  will  be 
closed.  Then  it  will  cost  the  country 
nothing  except  the  interest  on  the  cost  of 
construction.  That  may  be  the  goal  to 
which  the  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  is  tending ;  but  if  it  is  not,  all  I 
can  say  is,  that  the  present  system  of  eco- 
nomy is  false ;  that  accidents  occurring  on 
the  road  involve  a  very  much  larger  expen- 
diture in  the  long  run  than  it  would  to 
keep  the  rolling  stock  in  proper  condi- 
tion. The  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  does  not  even  deal  with  it  on 
commercial  principles.  He  is  not  as 
liberal  with  it  as  if  the  road  were  man- 
aged on  sound  commercial  principles,  and, 
as  in  a.  great  many  other  cases,  the  views 
of  the  members  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment have  changed  very  much  since  the 
time  when  they  were  in  opjK)sition.  In 
order  to  show  to  what  extent  their  views 
have  changed,  I  shall  take  the  opportu- 
nity of  reading  to  the  House  the  opinions 
expressed  previous  to  the  general  election 
by  two  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  at  pre- 
sent prominent  members  of  the  Ministry. 
I  shall  first  read  a  letter  addressed  by 
Sir  John  A.  Maodonald  1|o  the  Hon.  Dr. 
Tupper  on  the  9th  January,  1878,  and 
'which  appeared  in  the  Herald  of  the  26th 
January,  1878.     It  is  as  follows  : — 

•<  I  have  been  mnch  pleased  to  see  the  energy 
with  which  the  people  of  Halifax  have 
taken  np  the  interest  of  their  fine  harbor.  No 
effort,  in  my  opinion,  should  be  spared  to 
build  up  our  Atlantic  port  in  the  Maritime 
ProviuceH  with  the  trade  and  traffic  of  the 
Dominion,  rather  than  a  foreign  one.  I  feel  a 
personal  interest  in  this  matter,  as  being  res- 

Hon.  Mr.  Povoer. 


ponsible  with  my  colleagues  for  the  construe' 
tion  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and  its 
location  (for  which  I  was  so  heartily  abused). 
I  am,  therefore,  naturally  anxious  to  see  that 
railway  a  success  financially  and  otherwise ; 
and  that  can  only  be  secured  by  directing  as 
large  a  volume  of  traffic  as  possible  towards 
and  oyer  it,  and  thus  developing  and  exteod- 
ing  the  trade  of  its  great  terminus  at  HalifiEUL. 
I  hope  the  Qoyemment  will  not  be  blind  to  this 
great  object,  and  that  they  may  be  induced  to 
make  an  extra  effort  for  the  purpose.  If  they 
do  not,  they  will  fail  of  their  duty,  and  will  be 
reminded  of  their  failure  at  the  next  general 
election." 

Those  were  the  sentiments  expressed 
by  the  present  Premier  when  he  was 
leader  ot  the  Opposition.  He  did  not 
think  at  that  time  that  the  Government 
of  the  day  were  doing  enough  tx)  forward 
the  interests  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way ;  but  as  the  present  Government  are 
not  doing  nearly  so  much,  and  the  road 
is  not  nearly  as  efficient  or  in  a^  good 
condition  as  it  was  at  that  time,  whea 
Sir  John  A.  Maalonald  thought  that  the 
Government  were  not  doing  their  duty 
and  would  fall  in  consequence  at  *ihe 
next  general  election,  I  shall  leave  hon. 
gentlemen  in  the  Government  to  make 
the  application  themselves.  The  hon. 
the  I^iinister  of  Railways  and  Canals  is 
now  in  a  position  to  caiTy  out  tho  views 
he  expressed  before  the  general  election. 
In  a  speech  delivered  by  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  at  Richmond,  on  the  2nd  Janu- 
ary, 1 878,  referring  to  an  interview  had 
by  Mr.  Black  with  Mr.  Mackenzie  in  re- 
gard to  carrying  freight  over  the  road, 
he  used  the  following  words  : — 

"  It  means  that  Mr .  Mackenzie  is  willing  to 
delude  you  if  possible  until  this  election  is 
over ;  that  as  soon  as  that  is  accomplished  we 
shall  have  a  restoration  of  the  reigu  of  com- 
mercial principles.  Never  was  there  a  greater 
insult  offered  to  an  intelligent  people  than 
that  letter  written  by  Mr.  Mackenzie.  The 
theory  ot  commercial  principles  was  propound- 
ed by  Mr.  Mackenzie's  Government  two  or 
throe  years  ago.  There  is  one  other  thin^ 
that  I  feel  called  upon  to  say,  and  it  is  this  r 
while  we  are  deliberating  upon  the  great  ques- 
tion which  concerns,  not  only  this  city  or 
county,  but  the  whole  Dominion  as  well,  as  to 
whether  the  commerce  of  the  country  shall  be 
so  directed  as  to  build  up  a  great  Atlantic  port 
within  the  borders  of  the  Dominion,  or  whether 
it  is  to  be  allowed  to  go  to  build  up  a  port  in 
the  United  States,  with  such  a  question  be« 
fore  us  why  chaffer  about  a  few  pence  7  Sup- 
pose we  could  accomplish  such  an  object  as 
that,  what  would  it  matter,  even  though,  for  a 
time,  we  did  not  pay  running  expenses?  In 
dealing  with  a  question  of  this  nature  we 
should  not  come  down  to  too  fine  a  point.^ 
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It  would  seem  that  the  Hon.  gentleman 
who  is  now  Minister  of  Railways  find 
Canals  was  not  so  economical  then  as  he 
is  now.     He  thought  then  that  when  the 
interests  of  the  country  were  at  stake  we 
should  not  lay  too  much    stress    upon 
mere  economy.     Now,  hon.   gentlemen, 
my  sentiments  to-day  are   the  same  as 
they  have  always  been,  the  same  as  were 
those  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals,    then  one  of  the   leaders  of  tbe 
Opposition,  when  he  made  those  remarks, 
and  the  same  as  those  entertained  by  the 
present    Premier   when    he    wrote  that 
letter,   and   I  regret  that  such  a  yery 
great  change  should  have  taken  place  in 
the  views  of  those  hon.  gentlemen.     The 
fact  is,  not  only  have  i^oae  hon.  gentle- 
men conducted  this  work  in  a  less  liberal 
spirit  than  that  expressed  in  the  extracts 
I  have  quoted,  but  they  are  actually  not 
conducting  the  work   on  soand  commer- 
cial   principles.     No    private    company 
would  manage  a  railway  in  so  niggardly 
a  spirit  as  the  Intercolonial  Railway  is 
managed,  by   the  pi'esent   Government. 
In  the  first  place,  allowing  the  load  to 
deteriorate  as  they  have   done,  is  false 
economy,  and,  in  additien  to  that,  while 
the  Government  is  practising  this  false 
economy  in  connection  with  the  railway 
itself  they  do   not  take  the  steps  that 
would  be  taken  by  a  railway  company 
to  secure   business  for  their   road.     It 
was  the  impression  of  a  upreat  many  Ibon. 
gentlemen,  when  the  Government  took 
over  the    Kivi^re  du   Lonp    section   of 
the  Grand  Trunk,  that  it  was  the  dtsire 
of  the  Ministry  to  make  themselves  com- 
pletely iiidependent  of  ^e  Grand  Trunk 
Railway,  and  to  enable  t^e  Intercolonial 
Railway  to  be  connected  at  Quebec,  by 
means  of  a  ferry,  with  the  North  Shore 
Railway,   so   tkat  passengers  ceuld   be 
ticketed   from  the  Lower  Provinces  to 
Montreal,  Ottawa  and  other  points  west, 
without  going  ever  the   Grand  Trunk 
Road.     The  fact  is,  however,   that  no 
arrangements     have     been     made     by 
the    Railway     Department    to     enable 
passengers    to    take    that    route.     One 
cannot  get    a    through    ticket   in    any 
of  the  Mariline  towns  or  cities  for  Ottawa 
by  the  North  Shore  Railway.     One  can- 
not come  even  by  the  North  Shore  Road 
from  Montreal  to  Ottawa  without  buying 
a  separate   ticket.     It  is  a  matter  that 
would   have  been    attended   to  by  any 
SoTu  Mr.  Faioer. 


private  company  running  such  a  road  as 
the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and  every 
endeavor  would  have  been  made  to  se- 
cure the  freight  coming  from  and  going 
to  tbe  liower  Provinces.  As  I  stated 
yesterday,  one  of  the  great  sources  of 
complaint  with  business  men  in  the  Lower 
Provinces  is  that  freight  ordered  from 
Montreal  and  other  points  for  the  west 
takes  not  less  than  ten  da^  and  often  as 
long  as  three  weeks  in  reaching  Halifax 
or  St.  John.  The  principal  reason  for 
this,  as  I  have  been  given  to  understand, 
is  that  the  freight  is  delayed  on  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  between  Montreal 
and  Point  lAvis.  Now,  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  manage  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  as  a  private  company,  they 
would  have  made  an  arrangement 
with  the  North  Shore  Road  to 
earry  freight  down  to  Quebec,  and 
to  have  it  ferried  across  to  the 
Riviere  d«  Loup  branch  at  Point  L^vis. 
In  that  way  they  would  have  made  them- 
selves independent  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway;  but  nothing  of  the  kind  has 
been  done.  It  seems  to  me  that  it 
would  strike  anyone  looking  calmly  at 
the  manner  in  which  the  Intercolonial 
has  been  managed  during  the  past  year 
or  so,  that  it  was  managed,  not  in  the 
interests  of  the  Lower  Provinces,  nor  in 
the  interests  of  the  Dominion,  which 
owned  the  railway,  but  entirely  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Grand  Tronk  Railway 
Company.  The  Government  very  kind- 
ly  took  over  from  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  a  portion  of  its  line  which  did 
not  pay  the  company  to  keep ;  and 
having  got  that  line  they  allowed  it  to 
remain  in  a  very  unsatisfactoiy  con- 
dition, and  have  so  managt^  the 
whole  road  that  both  passengers 
and  freight  have  been  diverted 
to  the  Grand  Trunk  line  to  Portland, 
instead  of  going  down  to  the  Maritime 
Provinces  by  the  Intercolonial.  Nothing 
has  been  done  to  make  the  country  inde- 
pendent of  the  Grand  Trunk.  The  pai-a- 
graph  in  the  Speech  goes  on  to  say  that 
His  Excellency  hopes  that  in  a  little 
while  the  equilibrium  between  the  re- 
eeipts  and  expenditure  on  the  Intercelo- 
nial  railway  will  be  established.  Now, 
hon.  gentlemen,  that  is  something  we 
can  hardly  hope  for.  The  Grand  IVunk 
Railway,  which  is  managed  by  a  com- 
pany, and  is  a  road  running  through  a 
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well-settled    country,   carrying  a  great 
many  passengers  and  a  large  amount  of 
through  freight,  besides  much  local  traffic, 
has  only  recently  been  enabled  to  do  more 
than  pay  its  working  expenses ;  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  country  must  be 
satisfied    to   pay   a  certain    amount  of 
money  eveiy  year  to  sustain  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  for  a  long  time  to  come. 
It  may  be,  if  a  proper  course  is  taken 
by  the  Government,  and  if  other  roads 
are     constructed     west     of     this     city, 
they  may   bring  down  a  great  deal  of 
heavy  traffic  to  us,  and  if  a  large  portion 
of  this  is   secured   for  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  it  may  eventually  pay  its  work- 
ing expenses,  jierhaps  a  little  more ;  but 
4intil  that  happens  we  must  be  content  to 
pay    something   annually    towards    the 
working  of  the  road.     The  Government 
could   not  claim   mueh  credit  for  their 
^economy   on  this   road,  even  though  it 
had  been  bond  fids  economy,  unless  that 
economy  extend  to  the  other  branches  of 
the  public  service  as   well.     Theie  is  no 
doubt  whatever  that  it  does  not  extend 
to  the  other  branches  under  the  control 
of  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals. 
Take  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  it 
will  be  found  that  thtre  are  far  more  un- 
necessary employes  connected  with  the 
railway  service  at  Winnipeg  and  in  that 
neighborhood  than   have   been  removed 
from      the    railway      department      in 
Nova     Scotia     and     New     Brunswick. 
While  the    salaries    of  the  men,    who 
.were    not    overpaid,    have    been    cut 
down      in     the     Maritime    Provinces, 
and  a  few  thousands  of  dollars  saved  in 
that  way,  the  Government  have  under- 
taken  works    in    Manitoba    and  other 
Provinces  which  have  involved  the  ex- 
penditure of  millions  of  dollars.     When 
we  look  in^o  the  other  branches  of  the 
public  service  we  find   the  same  extra- 
vagance.     For  instance,  take  the  House 
of  Commons.     The  salaiies  of  unneces- 
sary clerks  and    messengers    employed 
there  during  last  Session  came  to  a  great 
deal    more    than    the    salaries    of   the 
officials   who  were  dismissed  from  the 
Intercolonial   Railway.     The  men  who 
were  thus  employed  in  the  other  end  of 
this  building  were  men  who    had   no 
other  claim  on  the  public  than   perhaps 
that  they  bad  done  good  service  during 
the  general   elections.     I  cannot  under- 
stand  why   it  is  that  this   Government 
lion,  ^n\  Power. 


should    not  ^ve    been   economical  in 
other    places.         The    fact  that    tkey 
have    not    been    economical    elsewhere 
than    on    the     Intereolonial     Railway 
is     shown     by     the    Public    Accounts 
for  last  year.     It  appears  that  the  con- 
trollable expenditure  was  mueh    lai|;er 
during  the  last  twelve  months  than  it  was 
in  any  previous  year.     I  cannot  under- 
stand why  it  is  that  this  Department 
which  is  presided  over  by  a  gentleman 
who  is  a  native  of  Nova  Scotia,  should 
have  singled  out  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way as  the  only  subject  on  whieh  to  try 
this  experiment  of  economy.     Ir  appears 
almost  as  though  the  fact  of  this  being  a 
work  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  made  it 
a  fair  subject  on  which  to  make  an  ex- 
periment.    We  have  had  no  such  experi- 
ment tried  on  the  canals  or  railways  in 
the  Western  Provinces,  and  if  the  Gov- 
ernment continue  it  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  they  will 
not  forget  that  economy  is  also  neces- 
sary   on    the    other    public    works    of 
the    country.      It    seems    to    me    that 
the  true  policy  in  dealing  with  the  Inter- 
colonial Railwa}  is  to  keep  the  road  and 
the  rollin((  stock  in  such  a  condition  that 
good  time  can  be  made,  and  that  travel- 
lers will  be  induced  to  take  that  route 
instead  of  any  other,  and  to  make  such 
arrangements  with  the  North  Shore  and 
other  railroads  as  to  cause — as  the  Pre- 
mier stated  in  the  letter  which  I  have 
quoted — the  largest  possible  quantity  of 
freight  to  pass  over  the  road,  and  build 
up  the  termini  of  St.  John  and  Halifax. 
I  think  that  is  the  true  policy,  both  com- 
mercially and    politically,   and   I  hope 
that  in  the  futui'e  some  such  policy  may 
be  adopted.     The  seventh  paragraph  of 
His  Excellency's  Speech  speaks  of  the 
large  expenditure  in  connection  with  the 
Indians  in  the  North- West.     I  can,  of 
•ourse,  only  express  a  very  humble  opin- 
ion on  that  subject ;  but  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  prospect  of  paying  a  million  of 
dollars  a  year,   for   years   to   come,    is 
not     very     pleasing    to    contemplate. 
When  we  consider  the  enormous  expen- 
diture that  this  country  is  committed  to, 
and  has  incurred  during   the    last  nine 
years  in  connection   with  that  territory 
since  it    has  been   taken   over  from  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company,  and  with  British 
Columbia  since  it  has  become  a  Province 
of  the  Confederation,  it  appeai-s   to  me 
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that  it  would  have    been    better  if  the 
Dominion    never    had    anything   to  do 
with  any  territory  west  of  Ontario.    The 
eighth  paragraph  is  the  one  which  speaks 
of  the  Estimates  for    the  ensuing  year, 
and  it  tells  us  that   they  have  been  pre- 
pared with  all  due   regard  to  economy. 
Last  year,  whatever  the  Estimates  were, 
the  expenditure  was  much  lai^er  than  it 
was  in  previous  years;  but  I  hope^hat 
this  year  it  will  be  reduced.     The  tenth 
paragraph  informs  the   House  that  Bills 
for  the  better   organization  of  the  Civil 
Service  and  the  consolidation  of  the  In- 
land Revenue  Acts  will  be  laid  before  us. 
I  am   very    glad    indeed    to   find   that 
the   Grovemment   propose   to  deal  with 
this  question  of  Civil  Service  reform.     I 
think  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  they  did 
not  deal  with  it  laat  year.     The  fact  is 
that  since  the  present  Government  came 
int«    power,   although  being  known  by 
the  name  of  Conservative,  and  supposed 
to  adhere  a  little  more  closely  to   British 
precedent  and   practice   than   their  op- 
ponents, still  they  have  in  this  matter 
departed  very  much  further  from  it,  and 
there  has  been  a  great  number  of  public 
servants  got  rid   of,   whose  .  substantial 
offence  appears  to  have  been  that  their 
political   opinions   were  not  in    accord 
with  the  Government  of  the   day.      I 
hope  the  reform  of  the  Civil  Service  will 
include  a  substantial  test  of  the  fitness  of 
applicants  for  office,   and   a  guarantee 
that  whea    a    civil  servant    has    once 
been    appointed    he     can    only  be    re- 
moved   for    such   cause    as    would    be 
recognized    as    sufficient    in     England. 
I  presume,  that  if  the  measure  is  to  be  a 
thorough   one,  promotion    in    the  Civil 
Service  would  depend  upon  merit  instead 
of  favor.     I  see  the  consolidation  of  the 
Inland  B^venue  Laws  is  promised,  and  I 
hope  that  the  Government  will  take  ac- 
tion, when  the  Bill  is  before  the  Legisla- 
ture, to  remedy  the  great  wrong  that  was 
perpetrated  last  Session,   in   connection 
with  the  inspection  of  petroleum.     One 
of  the  last  paragraphs  states  that  *'  the 
charters  of.inoorpomted  banks  of  the  Do- 
minion will  expire    next  year,  and  that 
the  present  would  seem  a  favorable  time 
for  tfie  full  consideration  of  our  banking 
system,   and  the  subject  of  curi*ency  as 
connected  with  that  system."    I  can  only 
say  that  our  present  banking   system  is 
working  very  satisfactorily,  and  that  wo 
Hon,  Mr.  Potoer. 


have  as  much  currency  as  is  necessary  to 
carry  on  the  business  of  the  country,  and 
I  trust  that  no  very  radical  change  will 
be  made  in  it.  I  have  been  much  struck 
by  one  fact  in  reference  to  the  present 
Government,  that  they  have  been  much 
more  successful  in  prophecy  than 
in  history.  Last  year,  8t  the 
time  of  the  general  election,  and  before 
that  event,  we  were  promised  immediate 
prosj>erity — unprecedented  prosperity  if 
these  gentlemen  were  returned.  They 
were  returned,  but  the  promised  pros- 
perity has  not  come  to  any  alarming 
extent  as  yet  Then  in  the  Governor- 
General's  speech,  last  Session,  the  House 
of  Commons  were  given  to  understand 
that  the  steps  which  were  being  taken 
by  the  Government  for  a  change  in  the 
tariff,  and  rigid  economy  that  was  to  be 
practised  in  every  department  of  the 
public  service,  were  going  to  restore  the 
equilibrium  between  revenue  and  ex- 
penditure. A  year  has  passed  away,  and 
instead  of  the  rigid  economy  which  we 
were  promised,  the  expenditure  of  the  past 
year  was  greater  than  it  was  in  any 
former  year  ;  and  instead  of  the  equili- 
brium between  revenue  and  expenditure 
being  restored,  the  deficit  is  greater  than 
it  was  in  former  years.  We  are  not  told 
some  of  the  things  that  might  have  been 
told,  but  we  are  told  with  reference  to  im- 
migration that  something  very  great  in- 
deed is  about  being  done  in  that  way.  I  only 
hope  that  when  we  meet  next  year  the  pro- 
phecies of  the  Grovemment  in  this  respect 
will  not  prove  to  have  been  moreerroaeous 
than  they  have  been  in  other  matters 
promised  in  a  similar  way.  The  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition  refers  to  one  or 
two  things  that  were  not  mentioned  in 
the  Speech,  and  about  which  we  might 
have  expected  something  to  have  been 
said.  There  is  one  other  subject  to 
which  J  regret,  (and  1  think  most  hon. 
gentlemen  from  the  Lower  Pro- 
vinces will  join  witli  me  in  that  regret), 
not  to  see  any  reference  in  the  Queen's 
Speech.  I  refer  to  the  disposition  of  the 
Fishery  Award.  We  find  in  the 
Public  Accofints,  that  the  money  has 
been  [mid  over,  but  nothing  has  been  said 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Tkrone  as  to  its 
disposition.  We  had  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  have  promised  the 
country  some  meajure  with  reference  to 
the  disposal  of  that  award. 
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Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— In  rising 
to  offer  a  few  remarks  on  this  occasion, 
I  cannot  help,  before  doing  so,  expressing 
the  deep  sympathy  which  has  been 
aroused  by  the  announcement  of  the  sad 
accident  which  His  Excellency  the  Gov- 
ernor-Greneral  and  Her  Royal  Highness 
the  Princess  Louise  met  with  on  Satur- 
day evening.  The  feeling  of  regret  so 
universally  expressed  on  this  occasion  is 
the  best  proof  of  the  attachment  of  our 
people  to  their  Excellencies.  Happily 
this  accident,  which  might  have  had  fatal 
results,  is  now  proved  to  33  of  compara- 
tively little  consequence,  and  the  news 
received  daily  that  their  Excellencies 
are  rapidly  recovering,  is  received  with 
much  pleasure.  Coming  now  to  the 
question  under  consideration,  I  may  say 
at  the  outset,  that  I  do  not  propose  to  go 
over  the  whole  ground  covered  by  the 
Address,  as  I  would  only  be  repeating 
what  has  already  been  said,  and  ably 
said,  by  the  hon.  senators  who  moved 
and  seconded  the  resolution  under  con- 
sideration. Bub  I  cannot  refrain  from 
assuring  His  Excellency  of  our  grati- 
tude for  his  gracious  Speech  at  the 
opening  of  Parliament,  and  the  very 
many  good  things  it  contains.  In- 
deed, if  I  except  that  part  of  the 
Address  wherein  His  Excellency  alludes 
to  the  state  of  destitution  which  at  this 
very  moment  prevails  in  Ireland,  and  for 
which  I  am  sure  every  hon.  member  in 
this  House  feels  a  deep  sympathy,  is  not 
His  Excellency*s  speech  such  as  to  make 
us  feel  that  we  may  fairly  congratulate 
ourselves  on  the  fact  that,  though  we 
have  to  acknowledge  that  to  Divine 
Providence  we  owe  the  blessings  of  a 
recovery  from  the  commercial  and  indus- 
trial crisis  from  which  this  country  has 
suffered,  we  may  also  congratulate 
ourselves  on  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  have  done  all  in 
their  power  to  help  the  people  in  this 
great^depression  which  has  weighed  dowil 
their  energies  %  Have  we  not,  on  the  one 
hand,  the  financial  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  which,  it  cannot  be 
denied,  has  been  so  far,  a  success  ;  while 
on  the  other,  we  have  the  fact  that  a  rigid 
system  of  economy  has  been  inaugurated, 
both  deserving  on  our  part  a  cordial  ac- 
knowledgment, and  entitling  this  Go- 
vernment to  the  confidence  of  Par- 
liament and  of  the  people  of 
Hon,  Mr,  Power, 


this     country     at    large.      Hon.     gen- 
tlemen,     let      me       also      offer      my 
congratulations  to  the  Government   for 
the  very  good  choice  they  have  made  of 
the  hon.  Senator  for  Saugeen  to  preside 
over  the  delil)erations  of  this  hon.  House. 
No   better  selection    could   have    been 
made,  and  we  especially,  whose   mother 
tongue  is  the  French,  have  reason  to  be 
satisfied  with   the  choice  of  the  Govern- 
ment, a  choice  which  will  give  us  th© 
advantage  of  hearing  Mr.  Speaker  using 
our  language,  and  the  other  great  advan- 
tage to  know  that  we   are    understood 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  to  whose  decision 
we  have  sometime  or  another  to  appeal. 
But,   unfortunately,    the  very   day  this 
hon.   House  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing 
that  hon.   gentleman  presiding    for  the 
first    time    over    its   proceedings,    Mr. 
Speaker  Macpherson  was  taken  ill  and 
is  now  confined   to  his  bed,  and  will,  no 
doubt,  have   to   remain   there   for  many 
weeks.       This  House  will,  therefore,  be 
deprived  of  his  attendance.     It  is  a  mis- 
fortune   which    has    excited    the    deep 
sympathies  of  every  hon.  member  of  this 
Senate.     I  have  also  to  congratulate  the 
Government  on   their    choice    of   you, 
Mr.     Speaker,     to     fill      the     vacancy 
caused  by  the  illness  of  the  hon.  Senator 
for  Saugeen.     No  hon.  senator   is  better 
posted   than   you  are  in  the  rules   and 
precedents  which  govern  this  hon.  body, 
and  it  is  a  pleasure  to  me  to  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  congratulate,  so  far,  the   Govern- 
ment for  their   appointment.     But,  hon. 
gentlemen,  if  I  am  bound  by  a  sense    of 
what  is  right  to  congratulate  the  Govern- 
ment in   their  choice  of  a  gentlerai^ji    to 
preside  over  the  Senate,   I   cannot  do  so 
when  I  have  to  deal  with  the  choice  of  a 
fourteenth  Minister  of  the  Crown.     On 
this  subject  I  feel  that  I  have  to  express 
my  sincere  regret  that  the  Government 
has  not  seized  the  first  opportunity  to  do 
justice  to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  whose 
rights   have  been   infringed    upon,    and 
whose  representatives   complained,    last 
Session,  of  the  position  in  which  she  has 
been  placed  in  this  Senate.  The  Province 
of  Ontario,  which  has  been  allowed,  since 
Confeder-ation,  ^ve  seats  in  the  Cabinet, 
while  Quebec  has  had  but  four,  has,under 
tiie  new  arrangement,  six. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Per- 
haps  my  hon.   friend  will   allow  me  to 
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correct  an  error  into  which  he  has  fallen. 
The  Premier  represents  a  British  Cohira- 
bia  constituency,  and  although  long  resi 
dent  in  Ontario,  yet  he  does  not  now  con- 
sider himself  a  representative  of  this 
Province,  his  constituency  not  being 
within  it,  and  I  do  not  think  that  my 
hon.  friend  is  quite  right  in  saying  that 
there  are  six  Ministers  from  Ontario 
now.  Thei'C  are  fire  from  this  Province 
and  one  from  British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— T  am  not 
mistaken.  Although  the  gallant  knight 
who  is  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
now  has  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons 
as  member  for  the  city  of  Victoria,  it  is 
well  known  that  he  is  an  Ontario  gentle- 
man, and  th^  whole  force  of  his  great 
influence  is  given  to  this  Province. 
And  whether  Sir  John  A.  Mac- 
donald  has  a  seat  in  Parliament 
as  a  representative  of  Biitish  Colum- 
bia or  not  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  point  that  I  am  now  raising.  It 
is  well  known  that  in  times  gone  by, 
when  the  Hon.  Robert  Baldwin  lost  his 
election  in  Ontario,  we  in  Quebec  gave 
him  a  seat,  but  no  one,  even  among  his 
opponents  in  Ontario,  ever  •Irearat  of 
raising  such  an  objection  as' the  hon. 
Minister  of  Militia  new  does.  The  gallant 
knight  who  is  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
raent  knows  too  much  to  use  such  an 
argument  in  supi)ort  of  giving  to  Ontario, 
such  a  large  influence  compared  with  Que- 
bec in  the  Government  of  the  Dominion. 
I  may  fairly  repeat  what  has  been  so 
well  stated  by  the  hon.  mover  of  the 
resolution  under  discussion  (Mr.  Trudel), 
"  that  the  appointment  of  the  fourteenth 
Minister  had  roused  much  apprehension," 
and,  let  me  add,  at  this  moment  espe- 
cially, when  that  Province,  which  has 
never  had  its  fair  share  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  is  now  reduced  virtually 
to  three  Ministers,  the  fourth  (Mr. 
Masson)  being  in  such  ill-health  tliat  he 
badtooflerhis  resignation,orsurrender  his 
Department  and  take  that  of  President 
of  the  Council.  I  have  no  intention  of 
uttering  a  single  word  against  the  hon. 
Minister  I  am  alluding  to.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  am  quite  ready  to  admit  that  he 
was  well  fitted  for  the  post  he  filled  so 
ably.  He  did  much  for  the  militia  force 
of  this  country,  and  it  must  be  a  matter 
of  regret  to  us  all  that  his  health  did  not 
Mon.  tSir  Alexander  Campbell. 


allow  him  to  continue  his  efforts  in  that 
direction,  but,  with  all  that,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  the  Province  he  hails  from 
ought  not  to  suffer  from  his  present  ina- 
biUty,  and  that  she  ought  to  have  her 
fair  shai'e  in  the  Government  of  the 
country,  and  her  cause  better  attended 
to.  I  heard  with  pleasure  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax.  That 
part  of  his  remarks  wherem  he'  alluded 
to  some  of  the  utterances  of  the  hon. 
senator  for  DeSalaberry  (Mr.  Trudel), 
was  particularly  pleasing.  The  latter 
gentleman  had  said,  as  t  have  already 
stated,  "  that  the  appointment  of  the 
fourteenth  Minister  had  roused  appre- 
hensions." The  hon.  senator  from  Hali- 
fax (Mr.  Power)  exemplified  this  state- 
ment and  showed  that  such  an  increase 
in  the  number  of  Ministers  from  On- 
tario was  a  menace  to  the  other 
smaller  pi  evinces.  And  so  it  is.  Let 
me,  then,  express  the  hope  that  the  differ- 
ent smaller  provinces  will  see  the  advan- 
tage it  would  be  to  them  if  they  would 
insist  on  having  fair  play  extended  to 
every  province  in  the  Dominion.  And 
it  is  by  so  administering  the  affairs  of 
this  country  at  large  that  we  may  expect 
to  see  peace  and  harmony  reigning 
throughout  the  whole  land.  Such  are 
my  conscientious  views  on  this  impor- 
tant subject.  The  more  I  think  of  it 
the  more  I  feel  that  the  Province  of 
Quebec  should  receive  justice  at  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  as  a  matter  of 
course.  The  133rd  clause  of  the  Bntish 
America  Act  impliedly  enacts  such  a 
right,  as  will  be  seen  by  referring  to  the 
clause  which  I  will  now  read  :  — 

«  Either  the  Englibh  or  the  French  language 
may  be  used  by  any  person  in  the  debates  of 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  of  Canada." 

Now,  hon.  gtntlemen,  how  can  this 
er  actment  be  followed  practically  unless 
we  have  either  a  Minister  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  both  official  languages, 
or  we  have  in  each  House  two  Ministers, 
ing    the    one     and    another 


speaking  the  other  language  1  And 
this  is  what  we  ask  tor.  But  as  we  are 
just  now  situated,  this  clause  has  no 
effect  whatever.  It  is  a  matter  of  daily 
6ccurrence  that  an  hon.  senator,  not 
knowing  English,  rises  to  put  a  question 
to  the  Government,  a>«d  is  met  by  an 
answer  given  in  English,  and  prefaced 
by  the  words,    "  I   am   sorry  that  I  can- 
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not  give  my  answer   to   the  hon.  gentle- 
man in   his    own  language."     The  hon. 
Senator  who   is    thus    answered  has  to 
listen  to  words   wliich  he  cannot  under- 
stand, and  do  without  a  reply  or  go  to 
some  of  his   friends  in   the  Senate  and 
ask    of    them    the    translation    of  the 
answer  given.     Such  a  state  of  things  I 
cannot  willingly  accept ;  my  duty  is  to 
protest  against  it,   because  it  is  unjust, 
unfair    and  practically  unconstitutional. 
Thd  people  of  my  native  Province  may 
possibly  submit  to  such  treatment.      It 
is  for  them  to  judge  for  themselves,  and 
to  say  whether  their  representatives,  in 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  are  doing 
their  duty  towards  them  when  they  suf- 
fer the  Government  to  trample    their 
rights  and  privileges  under  their  feet; 
but  let  me  say  that,  if  they  do  not  feel 
the   insult  and   do  not  resent   it,   the 
sooner  they  cease  crying  out  for  the  pre- 
servation of  their  rights  and  privileges 
the  better.     Every  day  the  French  press 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec  have   long 
articles,  wherein  they  vindicate  the  rights 
of  the  people  of  that  Province  to  a  share 
of  the  public  patronage.       Every  day 
articles    are    published    wherein    much 
blame  is  thrown  upon  those  who  seem  to 
attach   very    little    importance    to    the 
maintaining  of    the    laws,   usages    and 
language  of  that  Province.     But,  I  ask, 
what  is  the  use  of  all  that,  if  they  fail 
to  vindicate  the  most  important  of  their 
privileges,  and  if  they  neglect  to  protest 
against  such  changes  as   those  I  have 
alluded  to,  which  tend  to  deprive  that 
Province  of   the  advantages  gained  to 
her  at  the  time  of  Confederation  by  the 
great  statesman   who  is   no  more — the 
lamented  Sir  Greo.  E.  Oartier  ?     What  is 
the  use  of  writing  so  much,  if  they  fail 
to  blame  the  representativps  of  the  people 
of  that  Province,  who  readily  submit  to 
such  a  denial  of  justice  1     But,  hon.  gen- 
tlemen, let  me  admit,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  that  the  1 33rd  clause  of  the 
British  North  America  Act  can  be  inter- 
preted in  different  way^ ;  have  we  not, 
then,  in  our  favor,  the  practical  interpre- 
tation given  to  that  clause  at  the  time  of 
Confederation  by   the  very   framers   of 
that  law,  who  gave  to  this  Senate  the 
advantage  of  having  always,  since  those 
days,  a  French  member  on  the  Treasury 
benches  of  this  House  1     It  is  only  since 
the    present    Government    have    taken 
Hon,  Mr,  Bellerose. 


office  that   Quebec  has    been   deprived 
of  that    which   had    always    been   con- 
sidered,     since     Confederation,     as      a 
thing     to     which     she     had     a    right. 
If  such  be  the   case,  how  can  the  people 
of  Quebec  submit    to  this  innovation  t 
What  guarantee  have  they  that,  if  such  an 
interpi*etation    should  be    admitted,   at 
some  future  day  the  four  Ministers  from 
that  Province  might  not  be  ehosen  out 
of  the  English-speaking  members  of  both 
Houses.     Every  member  of  the  smaller 
Provinces,  whether  in  this  House  or  else- 
where, as  well  as  the  people  of  that  Pro- 
vince, ought  not  to  lose  sight  of  such  & 
danger,  but  ought,  on  the  contrary,  to  see 
that  their    best  interests    depend   upon 
the  carrying  out  of  the  constitution  as 
interpreted  at   its    very  beginning     hj 
those  who  knew  best  the  spirit  of  the  law 
and  were  then  forced  to  give  it  its  correct 
interpretation.     I  am  sure  that  the  peo- 
ple  of    Quebec    recollect  too    well    the 
events  which  occurred  in  times,  happily- 
gone  by,  to  accept  a  change,  which,  in 
itself,  is  a  menace  to  them  for  the  future, 
and  that  they  do  expect  from  us,  their 
representatives,  that  we  will  use  our  best 
energies   to   prevent    such  an  order    of 
things.    Strange  to  say,  while  throughout 
the   whole  civilized   world,  I  may   say, 
and  particularly  in  England,  our  mother 
tongue  is  honored  and  is  taught  in   tha 
highest  circles  of  society  as    being  a  lan- 
guage which  cannot   be  dispensed  with, 
only  here  in  Canada,  where   it  may  be 
spoken  as  a  matter  of  course,  the  greatest 
efforts  are  made  to  banish  it.     But  while 
I  am  bound  to  say  so  much,  I  cannot  help 
expressing   my    gratitude    to    so    many 
of  my    hon.   colleagues  in  this   House 
speaking  the  Enj;lish  language   for  the^ 
help  they  have  given  us  in  different  cir- 
cumstances,  when   we  had  to  advocate 
this  question.     Last   year,   particularly, 
many  of  those  gentlemen  raised   their 
voices  in  favor  of  our  ]^retentions,  and 
expressed  theii*  unprejudiced  opinion  that 
we  were  right,  and  that   we   were  de- 
manding no  more  than  was  due  to  us. 
Let  us,  then,  hope  that  with  such  help 
and  with  so  good  a  cause,  we  will  suc- 
ceed in  having  justice  done  to  our  Pro- 
vince.    I  do  not  see  that  I  have  much 
more  to  say  on  this  question  at  present, 
and  I  would   at  this  point  resume  my 
seat  were  it  not  for  some  remarks  which 
were  made  before  in  like  circumstances « 
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No  doubt,  after  havuig  served  mj 
•ountry  faithfully  for  many  years  I 
mighty  without  being  open  to  the  charge 
of  being  too  ambitious,  manifest  a  desire 
to  receive  at  the  hands  of  my  friends  the 
reward  to  which  long  services  entitle  a 
man  ;  but  that  I  have  shown  such  a 
desire,  or  done  anything  that  might  te 
80  interpreted,  I  deny  emphatically. 
Any  individual  occupying  a  seat  in  this 
or  the  other  House  must  make  friends 
for  himself  before  he  can  entertain  such 
desires,  otherwise  he  will  not  succeed,  as 
everyone  knows.  It  is  well  known  that 
during  the  seven  years  I  have  had  a  seat 
in  this  Senate,  I  have,  every  Session 
advocated  the  lights  of  the  French- 
speaking  minority  in  this  House  to 
the  translation  of  the  proceedings 
viva  voce  dining  the  sittings.  Every- 
one knows  the  difficulties  I  met 
with,  and  the  awkward  position  I  often 
stood  ill ;  so  much  so  that  more  than 
once  my  private  friends  thought  I  had 
better  drop  the  matter,  lest  it  should 
injure  me  personally  and  diminish  the 
number  of  my  friends.  But  J  thought  I 
could  not  do  so  without  being  untrue  to 
my  Province,  and  I  continued  and  fought 
out  the  battle,  till  I  succeeded  in  getting 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  conducted 
in  both  official  languages.  But  after  I 
had  won  for  my  Province  this  great  ad- 
vantage, the  present  Government  came 
into  office,  and,  as  if  in  disapproval  of 
what  had  been  done  in  favor  of  the 
French-speaking  minority,  no  senator 
speaking  the  French  language  was  taken 
into  the  Government.  Could  I  stand 
still  ?  Could  hon.  members  hailing  from 
that  Province  submit  without  a  protest  1 
Certainly  not.  We  were  all,  and  I  was 
particularly,  bound  to  protest  against  it, 
and  I  did  so.  We  Qaebecers  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  united  in  condemning 
it.  Placed  in  such  circumstances,  how  can 
I  be  attacked  or  charged  with  being  actu- 
ated by  motives  of  sfelfislmessl  No 
honest  man,  no  honorable  man  could  be, 
and  I  am  sure  that  none  of  my  brother 
senators  has  even  dL*eamt  of  making  such 
a  charge.  Some  young  men  may  have 
done  so  in  their  ambition  to  rise  before 
the  proper  time  had  come,  but  it  is  a 
sufficient  punishment  to  them  that  their 
intrigues  and  their  utterances  are  known, 
and  that  occasion  is  given  to  appreciate 
them  for  what  they  are  worth.  But  I 
Hon*  Mr.  Bdleroae. 


have  further  evidence  to  furnish  that  I 
am  not  actuated  by  self-interest  or  desire 
for  personal  promotion.  Let  me  tell  you 
that  I  have  long  ago,  either  directly  or 
indirectly,  received  the  assurance  that  I 
would  never  have  a  seat  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day.  For  twenty-five  or 
thirty  Sessions  I  have  had  a  seat  either 
in  the  Assembly,  the  Commons,  or  the 
Senate.  I  have  always  been  a  true 
Conservative,  and  as  such  stood  by 
my  friends,  as  the  Journals  show. 
But  it  has  been  my  good  or  bad  fortune 
to  have  a  true  sense  of  my  duties  as  a 
public  man,  and  thus  I  have  been  some- 
times placed  in  circumstances  wherein  I 
thought  I  could  not  follow  my  political 
leadera,  whom  I  then  considered  to  be 
wrong.  As  an  illustration,  I  may  men- 
tion the  question  of  the  New  Brunswick 
School  Law.  I  was  the  first  to  raise  my 
voice  upon  it,  and  to  show  that  in  that 
instance  we  could  not  support  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  day.  So  also  in  the  case 
of  the  Government  bill  providing  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Judge  ot  the  Court 
of  Divorce  in  New  Brunswick.  And  a 
few  other  instances  when  I  had  to  fol- 
low my  conscientious  convictions.  This 
independence  of  mine,  hon.  gentlemen, 
worked  injuriously  to  me.  On  one  of 
these  occasions  one  of  the  Ministers  at 
the  time,  who  is  still  a  prominent  ad- 
viser of  the  Crown,  gave  me  to  under- 
stand that  he  would  not  forget  me,  and 
that  I  would  suffer  for  it.  And  let  me 
add,  that  since  those  days  which  have 
long  since  passed,  he  has  kept  his  word 
and  has  treated  me  more  like  a  foe  than 
like  a  friend.  Nevertheless,  as  is  well 
known,  I  have  ever  been  true  to- 
the  flag  in  the  past,  and  hope  I 
shall  continue  to  be  so  in  the 
future,  whatever  the  treatment  I  may 
receive  from  those  who  have  it  in  charge. 
I  am  a  Conservative  by  principle,  and  to 
Conservative  principles  T  shall  always  be 
hue.  I  know  full  well  the  responsibility 
I  am  assuming  ;  but  I  wish  to  shew  that, 
in  adopting  the  course  I  have  taken  on 
this  question  of  the  rights  of  the  French 
language  in  both  Houses,  I  have  done  so 
with  no  hopes  whatei»r  that  it  would 
be  personally  advantageous  to  myself. 
Knowing,  as  T  do,  that,  at  the  time  of 
the  formation  of  the  Government  of  the 
day  in  October,  1878,  the  difficulty  about 
the  choice  of  a  senator  from  the  Province 
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of  Quebec  was  that  I  was  in  the  way, 
and  that  it  was  suggested  by  a  gentleman 
who  is  much  indebted  to  me  for  the  high 
position  he  now  holds,  that  this  diffi- 
culty could  be  met  by  taking  into  the 
Government  no  senator  from  Quebec 
speaking  the  French  language ;  let  me 
state  here,  from  my  seat,  that  I  waive  all 
pretensions  whatsoever  that  I  may  have 
to  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet,  and  that  I  hope 
that  my  native  Province  will  recover  that 
which  has  been  taken  from  her  unjustly. 
Now  tkat  I  waive  any  olaim  which  I 
might  have  been  supposed  to  have  in  con- 
sequence of  my  past  services,  I  hope 
that  my  native  Province  will  be  given 
the  representation  to  which  she  is  entitled 
in  the  Cabinet. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH-Idonot  wish 
to  toUow  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  senator 
from  De  Lanaudi^Fe,  as  they  relate  to  a 
question  which  intei-ests  Quebec  alone. 
They  bear  upon  his  indomitable  perse- 
verance on  all  occasions  in  this  House  to 
bring  the  attention  of  the  G-ovemment  ta 
the  rights  and  grievances  of  his  native 
Province.  I  admire  the  persistency  with 
which  he  advocates  his  case  and  the 
success  which  has  attended  his  efforts  in 
this  Chamber ;  and  no  doubt  the  Govern 
ment  will,  in  their  wisdom,  do  for  ike 
Province  of  Quebec  what  they  can, 
consistent  with  the  proper  administra 
tion  of  the  affaii^s  of  the  Dominion.  I 
rose  more  particularly  to  reply  to  some 
remarks  of  the  hon.  senator  from  H^li- 
fax^  Mr.  Power.  We  are  both  from  the 
same  Province  and  members  of  the  same 
profession,  and  had  it  not  been  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  represented  Nova  Scotia 
as  a  poverty-stricken  country,  as  being 
in  a  state  of  distress  unparalleled  in  the 
history  of  the  Dominion,  or  of  that  Pro- 
vince, probably  I  should  have  been  con- 
tent to  let  the  Address  pass  without  com- 
ment on  my  part  other  than  to  express 
my  entire  accord  with  everything  so 
pleasingly  and  ably  said  by  the  mover 
and  seconder  thereof.  I  do  not  in- 
tend taking  up  the  clauses  of  the  Speech 
3eriatem,or  following  the  course  of  my  hon 
friend  in  criticising  it,  but  I  shall  take 
up  some  salient  points  raised  by  him  to- 
day, and  endeavor,  so  far  as  I  ean,  to  ex- 
press my  views  and  refute  some  of  the 
conclusions  at  which  he  desires  to  arrive. 
As  regards  the  Intercolonial  Railway, 
Hon*  Mr.  Bellerose, 


which  formed  tlie  principal   subjeet  of 
his  speech,  his  objection  is  that  there  has 
been  too  much  eeonomy  practised  upon 
that  line    during    the    last  year,    and 
that     the     economy     has     not     been 
consistent    with    efficient    management. 
This  appears  to  me  a  bald  assertion  ;  he 
has   given  us  no  data  upon   which  it  is 
based.  He  might  have  gone  back  to  the 
time   before    the    present    Government 
came    into   power  and  enquired  into  the 
efficiency  of  the  management  of  that  road 
under  Mr.  Brydges,  which  was  a  huge 
blunder  from  beginning  to  end.  In  those 
days,  accidents,  loss  of  life,  detention  and 
delays  formed  the  subject  of  comment  in 
this  House  and  the  country.     We  found 
hon.  gentlemen  i«.  this   House  risi«g  to 
their  feet  and  denouncing  that  road,  and 
suggesting   that  it  be  given   away  to  a 
company  to  run  it,  and  stating  that  it  was 
a  drag  on   the   revenue  of  the  country. 
The  present   Government  have  effected 
economy  without  interfering    with  the 
efficiency,  of  the  road  ;  they  have  saved 
$200,000,  and  yet  my  hon.   friend  from 
Halifax    complains.     He    furnishes   no 
proof  that  this  result  has  been  arrived  at 
through  false  economy,  or  that  the  rolling 
stock  and  equipment  of  the  read  are  suffer- 
ing any.     The   management,   I   believe, 
has  been  satisfactory,  and   I  have  been 
informed  that  the  Minister  of  Railways, 
in  answer  to  a  formal  enquiry  just  now- 
made  of  him  in  the  Commons,  has  invited 
the  most  searching  investigation  into  the 
entire   management  of  the  railway,  and 
assured  the  House  that  the  rolling  stock 
and  permanent  way  are  better  now  than, 
they  ever  have  been.     There  has  been  no 
increase    in  the   rates.     I   believe   that 
economy  which  has   been  effected  by  the 
Minister    of    Railways  will  ultimately 
bring      about     a      reduction      in      the 
freight     and     passenger     ratea.     When 
we     can      state     to     Parliament     that 
the  road  can  be  run  at  less  expense  to 
the  travelling  public,  and  that  thereby 
traffic  can  be    facilitated    between    the 
Provinces,  there  will  bo  a  reduction   in 
this  respect.     It  never  was  contended  or 
supposed  that  the  Intercolonial   Railway 
should  be  run  on  mere  commercial  prin- 
ciples ;  it  was  regarded  from  the  first   as 
a  commercial  highway  between  the  Pro- 
vinces, uniting  the  eastern  and  western 
portions  ef  the  Dominion  together      It 
was  a  part  of  the  scheme  of  Confedera- 
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tion,  and  I  am  in  hopes  that,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  system  of  canals  of  the 
St  Lawrence,  it  will  accomplish  the  ob- 
ject for  which  it  was  designed.  Our 
bounden  duty,  therefore,  is  to  encourage 
economy  in  the  management  of  the  road 
consistent  with  efficient  administration. 
I  contend  that  this  has  been  dene  ;  I 
have  given  good  evidence  of  it ;  but  my 
hon.  friend  from  Halifax  has  not 
given  us  a  solitary  fact  that  can  in  any 
way  sustain  his  assertion  to  the  contrary. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  freight  deten- 
tions of  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man complains  have  been  on  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  not  on 
the  Intercolonial.  I  am  sure  we  cannot 
complain  of  the  additional  link  we  have 
got  through  the  purchase  of  the  Riviere 
du  Loup  branch.  We  have  reason  to 
congratulate  ourselves  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  helped  us  to  ge't  our  Interco- 
lonial highway  extended  to  Point  L^vis 
independent  of  the  Grand  Trunk,  and 
that  it  is  being  laid  with  steel  rails  and 
will  receive  full  repairs.  I  shall  now 
refer  to  the  National  Policy.  From  the 
first  I  was  a  strong  advocate  of  it,  be 
lieving  it  would  help  to  build  up  our 
home  industries,  promote  foreign  trade, 
and  develop  our  great  and  varied  re- 
sources, and  I  have  seen  no  reason  to 
regret  the  support  which  I  have  given 
to  that  patriotic  Canadian  policy.  We 
were  told  by  its  opponents,  when  the 
policj  was  first  announced  to  the  people, 
that  it  was  merely  a  delusion  ;  an  elec- 
tioneering kite  ;  that  the  Conservative 
party  -would  never  caiTy  into  it  effect. 
The  present  Government  surprised  the 
opponents  of  that  policy.  They  intro- 
duced a  new  tariff  and  made  a 
thorough  change  in  the  policy  of  the 
country.  They  stand  now  in  the  presence 
of  about  nine  months'  experience  of 
their  legislation,  and  can,  with  becoming 
pride,  look  at  its  results.  They  found, 
when  they  assumed  office,  the  country  in 
a  state  of  distress  and  despondency.  The 
late  Government  had  told  the  people 
that  nothing  could  be  done  to  relieve  the 
depression.  Their  inaction  and  expres- 
sion of  helplessness  had  a  material  effect 
in  deepening  the  prevailing  gloom.  When 
the  present  Administration  came  into 
power  they  redeemed  the  pledges  they 
had  made  to  the  people,  and  inspired 
new  hope  among  them.  We  all  know 
Hon,  Mr,  KavXbach, 


what  an  important  effect  hope  has  upon 
ourselves;  what  aval)  it  has  in  the  afi[kirs 
of  men,  and  how  it  effects  our  actions. 
It  inspires  us  with  energy.  The  very 
act  of  the  Government,  in  endeavoring 
by  some  means  or  other  to  lift  the  coun- 
try out  of  its  despondency,  has  had  a  good 
deal  to  do  with  the  improvement  in  the 
condition  of  our  people.  The  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia,  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax 
contends,  is  in  a  dreadful  state,  and  as  a 
first  proof  of  it  he  shows  that  there  were 
more  insolvencies  in  1879  than  in  the 
preceding  year.  That  is  just  what  I 
expected  and  expressed  last  Session,  would 
be  the  result  of  the  course  pursued  by 
this  Houst>  when  it  did  not  endorse  the  re- 
peal of  the  Insolvent  Act.  I  then  con- 
tended that  the  effect  upon  the  country 
would  be  to  increase  the  number  of  bank- 
ruptcies. The  National  Policy  had  noth- 
ing to  do  with  it.  I  think  we  have  every 
reason  to  congratulate  ourselves,  in  view 
of  the  very  large  amounts — ^the  hundreds 
of  millions  of  dollars — that  have  been 
lost  through  insolvencies,  that  the  coun- 
try has  taken  heart,  and  that  the  reaction 
has  set  iM.  We  have  every  reason  to  feel 
satisfied  that  we  are  in  the  dawn  of  com- 
mercial pposperity ;  that  there  is  already 
an  improvement  in  the  trade  and 
industries  of  the  Dominion,  and  that 
an  amount  of  energy  is  being  dis- 
played which  will  tend  to  the  advance- 
ment of  the  country's  prosperity. 
My  hon.  friend  frem  Halifax  says  that 
not  a  promise  made  by  the  present  Gov- 
ernment has  been  fulfilled.  That  is 
another  bald  assertion.  I  cannot  see  on 
what  it  is  founded.  Where  are  the 
pledges  that  were  not  redeemed  ?  They 
promised  a  change  in  the  tariff ;  to  go  on 
with  the  Pacific  Railway,  and  to  protect 
our  industries.  In  what  instance  have 
they  failed  to  redeem  those  pro- 
mises 1  Not  only  have  they 
done  all  that  they  said  they  would 
do,  but  we  already  have  the  proof  before 
us  of  the  beneficial  effects  of  what  they 
have  done  and  of  the  policy  they  in- 
augurated. Now,  as  regards  the  coal 
trade 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  glad 
my  hon.  friend  says  "  hear,  hear."  What 
was  the  result  of  their  policy  upon  that 
trade?    When  they  assumed  office  they 
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found  millions  of  dollars  of  capital  lying 
dormant,  some  mines  closed  up, 
and  others  working  slowly  with 
no  profit.  That  branch  of  in- 
dustry was  thoroughly  paralyzed. 
What  has  been  the  result  of  the  new 
tariff?  I  anticipated  myself  that  the 
fifty  cents  per  ton  imi>osed  upon  coal 
would  probiibly  be  more  of  a  tax  than 
anything  else  ;  but,  so  far,  the  result 
has  proved  to  some  extent  the  contrary. 
We  sent  to  Montreal  last  year  60,000 
tons  more  coal  than  during  the  preceding 
year.  This  is  the  statement  made  in  the 
report  of  the  Harbor  Commissioners  of 
Montreal.  Has  that  not  been  the  result 
of  the  National  Policy  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Can  the  hon. 
gentleman  inform  me  how  much  came  to 
Montreal  from  the  Maritime  Pro'vinoes 
during  1877  and  1878  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  —  If  my 
figures  are  right  —  and  I  think  they 
are,  as  they  are  from  the  report  of 
the  Harbor  Commissioners  of  Mon- 
treal—  the  amount  in  1877  was  about 
55,000  tons;  and  in  1879,  117,000 
tons,  an  increase  of  over  60,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— What  was  it  in 
18781 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  have  aot 
got  it  for  that  year ;  but  I  need  not 
assure  my  hon.  friend  his  observation 
and  his  own  knowledge  must  convince 
him  that  there  was  little  or  no  difference 
— probably  less  in  1878  than  in  1877. 
It  shews  that  even  with  the  trifling  pro- 
tection which  the  tariff  affords,  we  can 
get  coal  up  as  far  as  Montreal,  and  I 
am  in  hopes  that  the  Government  will  see 
it  in  their  wisdom  possible  to  so  arrange 
the  tariff  and  help  the  coal  industry  as  to 
enable  us  to  convey  it  up  the  St.  Law- 
rence canals,  probably  as  far  as  Samia. 
With  the  addition  of  say  25  cents  a  ton 
we  can  accomplish  that,  and  besides,  get 
return  freights  of  grain,  flour  and  other 
products  of  our  great  West.  In  that 
way  we  can  show  that  there 
is  a  reciprocity  of  feeling  and  interest 
between  the  Provinces  of  this  country  ; 
that  Parliament  is  not  legislating  in  a 
sectional  way ;  that  we  are  not  to  put 
trade  against  trade,  and  section  against 
section ;  but  that  we  are  looking  to  the 
benefit  of  the  whole  Dominion,  believing 
that  if  any  one  portion  is  benefited,  its 
Hon,  Mr.  Kavlbacli* 


prosperity  will  react  upon  the  whole. 
My  hon.  friend  the  ex-Secretary  of  State 
says  that  huge  monopolies  are  getting 
wealth} .  In  doing  so  are  they  not  utilis- 
ing their  capital  and  employing  the 
laber  of  the  country,  and  will  not 
this  benefit  the  whole  Dominion  1  These 
large  industries  cannot  prosper  without 
the  farmers  receiving  some  benefit.  It 
seems  as  if  the  hon.  gentlemen 
desired  to  set  class  against  class  ; 
to  lead  the  farmers  to  believe  that 
there  was  an  antagonism  between 
them  and  the  manufacturing  and  other 
industries  of  the  country.  Such  seems, 
at  least,  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Opposition, 
and  if  they  succeed  they  will  become 
masters  of  the  situation  and  sweep  the 
field.  But  I  contend  that  there  is  no 
causae  or  reason  for  such  antagonism 
between  manufacturers  and  farmers,  and 
no  such  antagonism  is  likely  to  arise,  but 
that  their  industries  must  temd  to  benefit 
each  other.  The  best  market  that  the 
farm,er  has  is  the  home  market.  W© 
know  that  the  fields  of  the  farmers  of 
Ontario  are  diminishing  to  some  extent  in 
capacity  of  wheat  production  for  want  of 
variety  and  rotation  of  crops ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  would  be  a  benefit  to  them  to  be 
able  to  cultivate  other  crops  of  a  more 
perishable  character  for  which  they  can 
find  a  market  at  their  own  doors,  among 
the  manufacturing  industries  of  the 
country.  To  attempt  to  set  up  the 
farming  community  against  the  manu- 
facturing industries  of  the  country  is,  it 
seems  to  me,  suicidal  to  the  farmer  him- 
self. It  cannot  be  said  that  the 
increjise  of  ^he  tariff  bears  hardly 
upon  the  agricultural  community. 
They  must  proportionately  inci'ease 
in  wealth  with  increasing  prosperity 
of  the  manufacturing  industries. 
The  motive  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who 
try  to  create  this  antagonism  between 
the  various  interests  of  the  country  can- 
not be  for  the  general  good  of  the  whole 
Dominion.  I  have  spoken  of  the  im- 
provement in  the  local  trade,  and  I  shall 
now  refer  to  another  industry.  I  would 
ask  my  hon.  friend  to  what  does  he  at- 
tribute the  increase  in  the  sugar  trade  of 
62,000,000  poMuds  imported  into  Mon- 
treal during  the  last  twelve  months  1  Is 
it  due  to  the  saying  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, "  we  can  do  nothing  "  to  develop 
the  industries  of  the   country,    or  is   it. 
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owing  to  the  National  Policy  ?  My  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Power)  knows  very  well 
that  our  West  India  trade  has  largely 
increased  and  must  necessarily  increase 
under  the  present  tariff,  and  with  the 
doTelopment  of  our  home  industries. 
Is  it  not  due  to  the  public  confidence 
in  the  National  Policy  that  the 
capitalists  of  Halifax  have  been  induced 
to  invest  S309,000  in  establishing  a  sugar 
refinery  in  Halifax  1  My  hon.  friend 
will  not,  surely,  contend  that  that  enter- 
prise is  an  injury  to  his  native  city,  and 
that  it  is  not  the  result  of  the  present 
fiscal  policy  ?  I  do  not  know  whether  he 
has  tiJcen  any  stock  in  the  refimery  ;  but 
I  do  know  that  men,  holding  such  views 
as  my  hon.  friend  has  expressed,  have 
invested  largely  in  it,  and,  if  I  mistake 
aot,  the  preponderance  of  the  stock  in 
%hat  company  is  held  by  men  of  the  same 
political  views  as  tke  hon.  gentleman 
from  Halifax,  and  we  have  reasen  to 
believe  that  another  refinery  is  being 
started  in  Moncton.  There  is  no  doubt 
the  country  is  benefiting  by  the  tstab- 
lishment  of  such  industries ;  and  the 
huge  Monopolies  that  the  hon.  gemtleman 
Bpeaks  of  will  not  exist,  because  the  com- 
petition in  any  branch  of  trade  in  which 
money  is  to  be  made  will  be  too  keen  to 
allow  prices  to  rise  higher  than  are  neces- 
sary to  give  a  faiv  pro^  for  the  eapital 
invested.  I  am  surprised,  therefore,  to 
hear  the  hon.  gentleman  say  that 
nothing  but  distress  has  come  out  of  the 
National  Policy.  Speaking  for  Nova 
Scotia,  I  feel  assured  there  is  no  oth«r 
Province  in  Canada  to-day  more  pros- 
perous. Our  fisheries  have  yielded  an 
abundant  harvest ;  our  shipping  is  profit- 
ably employed.  To  be  sure  mamy  of  us 
were  scared  at  the  abundant  catch  of  fish, 
and  sold  out  at  low  prices.  If  we  had'  not 
done  so  we  would  have  been  better  off 
to-day.  I  am  prepared  to  say  that  there 
is  a  i^ant  of  money  a^tongst  us ;  but 
that  any  branch  of  industry  has 
gone  down  in  consequence,  or  that  we 
have  suffered  materially  in  any  way,  my 
hon.  friend  will  fail  to  convince  this 
House ;  on  the  contrary,  hope  has  taken 
the  place  of  despair  in  every  branch  of 
trade  and  industry  in  Nova  Scotia. 
There  has  been  a  revival  and  a  zeal  to 
press  forward. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— -How  about  real 
estatet 

Hon,  Mr.  KauIUuk, 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  -I  will  not 
pretend  to  say  how  it  is  in  Halifax,  to 
which  my  hon.  friend's  knowledge  seems 
confined,  but  1  know  in  the  country  real 
estate  brings  fair  prices,  when  sold  on 
time.  There  is  a  scarcity  of  money,  but 
there  is  no  poverty  in  the  country  ;  farm- 
ers generally  have  their  cellars  well  sup- 
plied with  provisions,  and  although 
money  may  be,  for  a  time,  scarce  in  lSie 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  yet  every 
branch  of  trade  is  comparatively  prosper- 
ous— very  prosperous  when  compared 
with  what  it  was  when  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  in  power ;  we  were  then  in  a 
state  of  dependency.  We  were  told  by 
the  Government  that  we  could  not  help 
ourselves,  but  the  present  Administration 
placed  the  country  in  such  a  posi- 
tion that  when  the  reaction  set  in  we 
were  preared  to  take  the  benefit  of  it. 
The  very  hope  and  confidence  which  it 
inspired  in  us  gave  new  life  and 
energy  to  the  people,  as  there  is  no 
doubt  those  promptings  have  very  much 
to  do  with  the  prosperity  of  every  man. 
One  remark  was  made  about  our  Nova 
Scotia  fishing  industry  which  probably 
adds  more  than  any  other  industry  to  the 
prosperity  of  the  people.  In.  1878  there 
were  95  fishing  vessels  built ;  tonnage, 
3,770.  In  1879  there  were  155  ;  tonnage, 
5,968  ;  making  an  inerease  of  60  vessels 
in  the  fisheries  in  1879  over  1878,  and 
an  increase  of  2,198  tons  burthen.  Has 
the  poliey  of  the  Government  nothing  to 
do  with  that  ?  L  contend  it  has.  My  friend 
looks  doubtful.  Have  not  the  fisheries 
received  the  benefit  of  the  drawbacks  1 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  must  be 
some  mistake  in  your  statistics. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— There  is  no 
mist-ake  in  my  statistics.  I  contend  that 
the  increase  of  vessels  engaged  in  the 
fisheries  in  1879  over  1878  is  just  what 
I  have  stated,  as  I  have  taken  some  pains 
to  get  accurate  figures.  That  is  the  state 
of  the  fisheries  to-day,  and  I  contend  that 
it  is  largely  due  to  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  Our  ships  are  well  em- 
ployed, taking  large  freights  at  remune- 
rative rates.  I  might  also  refer  to  the 
revival  of  the  lumber  ti*ade,  not  only  in 
Nova  Scotia,  but  also,  more  particularly, 
in  this  portion  of  the  Dominion.  And 
then  there  is  our  great  and  important 
iroh  industry,    which  has  revived.     In 
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Nova  Scotia  we  can  refer  to  the  London- 
derry mine,  which  haa  made  a  new  de- 
parture, and  is  said  to  be  paying  hand- 
somely,    and    which,    under    the    late 
Crovemment,    threatened    to  close    up. 
But  we  are  told  that  whatever  prosperity 
has  come  is  owing  to  our  proximity  to 
the  neighboring  Kepublic.     I    agree  in 
that,    for  the  nearer  we  approach    the 
tariflf  policy  of  our  neighbors  the  better. 
What  is  good  for  them  is  good  for  us — 
reciprocity  in  trade  and  reciprocity  in  tar- 
iffs.    But  what  does  astonish  me  most  is 
the  doctrine  propounded  by  the  Grits  of 
Ontario,  that  the  tariff  is  actually  cheap- 
ening  grain  to  the    Canada  consumer. 
This,  certainly,  if  true,   is  also  of  great 
importance  to  us  in  the  Maritime  Prov- 
inces, who  look  for  cheap  flour  and  Indian 
com.     I  find  my  hon.  friend   has  left 
his  seat.      I  intended    to  ask    him    to 
name     any     other     industry     that     he 
considered      was     suffering     from     the 
National       Policy.       He       spoke       of 
immigration  to  this  country.     I  am  sure 
it  caiinot  be  denied  that  the  policy  of  die 
Minister  ef  Agriculture  has  largely  to  do 
with  the  anticipated   increase  of  immi- 
gration into  Canada.       The    very    fact 
of  bringing  out  delegates  representing 
the  tenant  farmers  of  England  to  inspect 
and  judge  for  themselves  of  the  capabili- 
ties of  the  country  will  be  of  great  bene- 
fit to  Canada,  and  will  do  wonders  in 
increasing   the  immigration.      The   late 
Administration  gave  tens  bf  thousands 
of  dollars  to  paid  agents,  in  whom  the 
people   have  no  confidence,  to   promote 
emigration,  but  the  delegates  who  have 
visited  Canada  and  have  seen  for  them- 
selves have  reported  more  favorably  on 
our  country  and  the  prairie  lands  of  the 
North  West  than  of  any  part  of  the  United 
States,  and  it  will  do  more  for  us  than 
the  paid  agents  ;  therefore,  I  say  that  the 
Government   have   adopted   the    wisest 
policy,  they  have  not  remained  inactive, 
saying  they  could  do  notliing,  or  that  we 
would    have   to   wait  until    Providence 
helps    us.     As  I  have  remarked  before. 
Providence  only  helps  those  who    help 
themselves,  and  we  find  to-day  in  every 
branch   of  trade,  help  has  come  to  us 
from  Providence,  because  we  have  done 
what  Providence  required   of    us :     we 
helped  ourselves.     With  respect  to  the 
Fishery  Award,  I  believe,  and  our  fisher- 
men ris(htly  claim,that  what  the  fisheries 
Eon,  Mr.  Kaulbach. 


have  gained,  the  fisheries  sheufd  keep, 
and     the     money     should    be    applied 
towards    the    establishment    of  a   well- 
regulated     system     of     communicatioQ 
along  our   coasts,   by   which  fishermen 
could  be  kept  posted  as  to  the  locality  of 
the  fish.     I  hope  that  nothing  will  be 
done  with  this  money  until  Government 
have  matured  their  policy  regarding  it, 
and  see  that  it  is  used  to  the  permanent 
benefit  of  the  fishermen.     We  were  told 
that  the  tax  on  wheat  would  destroy  our 
carrying  trade,  as  far  as  American  grain 
in  transit  was  concerned — that  we  were 
going   to   deprive  our   shipping   of  the 
grain  of  the  West,  but  it  has   not   had 
that  efiect  se  far.     We  find  that  dunng 
last  year  in  Montreal  there  were  shipped 
4,000,000  bushels  of  wheat   more  than 
the   previous   year,  or  during  any  previ- 
ous year.     We  are   told  that   this  has 
been  in  consequence  of  the  extraordinary 
wheat  crop  in  Canada  and  the  United 
States.     It  canmot  be  attributed  to  that 
cause,    however,    as    there     were    over 
3,000,000  bushels    of    an  increase     up 
to    the      end    of    September,      1879, 
before     the      new     harvest     was     rea- 
dy     for     exportation.      Therefore,       I 
am  prepared  to  say  that,  instead  of  that 
tax  being  injurious  to  this  Dominion  or 
the  shipping  trade,  it  has  had  the  very 
opposite  effect.     And  we  have  not  only 
been     able     to      send     up     our    coal 
to     C^tario,     but     we    have    obtained 
for     our     ocean      vessels     the      trans- 
port    of    the    grain    of    the    Western 
States  to  Europe.     The  arrivals  of  ocean 
vessels  at  the  port  of  Montreal  last   year 
shew   an    increase   of  100  over  those  of 
any  previous  year.     This   does  not  shew 
a  state  of  distress  in  the  Dominion  ;   on 
the   contrary,    it   is   to    me  a   sign    of 
prosperity.     I  regret   to  find    that  any 
hon.     gentleman     should     introduce    a 
feeling  antagonistic  to  the  construction  of 
the  Paeific  Railway,  and   that  members 
holding  prominent  positions  in  the  late 
Government  should  virtually  repudiate 
that  great  public  work.    They  may  state, 
as  tkey  do  in  effect,  that  we  should  sever 
our  connection   with   British  Columbia; 
that  disintegation  of  the  Union  should 
take  plaee,  and  that  the  cohesive  po'ver 
that   unites   these  Provinces  altogether 
should  be  set  aside.     Coming  from  Nova 
Scotia,  a  Province  holding  a  similar  posi- 
tion  on   the  eastern  coast  of  the  Do- 
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minion  as  British  Columbia  occupies  on 
the  west,  and  whose  interesis  are  nearly 
identical,  I  contend  that  it  would 
have  a  demoralising  effect  en  the 
whole  Domiaion  should  Biitish  Columbia 
sever  her  connection-  with  the  Confedera- 
tion. The  late  Administration  were 
largely  responsible  for  our  present 
position.  The  Government  of  Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald,  it  is  well  known,  under- 
took to  complete  the  Pacific  Railway  by 
a  wise  policy,  through  a  company,  by 
means  of  a  subsidy  of  land  and  money  ; 
but  through  the  intrigues  of  the  Opposi- 
tion the  project  was  destroyed,  and  the 
construction  of  the  railway  by  that 
means  had  to  be  abandoned.  As  soon  as 
these  men  came  into  power,  gloating  over 
the  destruction  they  had  wrought,  they 
proceeded  to  construct  the  railway  as  a 
Grovemment  work,  and  alter  having  ex- 
pended over  $10,000,000  in  that  way, 
they  would  now  virtually  repudiate  it 
altogether.  My  hon.  friend  has  complained 
of  the  original  terms  with  BritiBh  Colum- 
bia, but  has  forgotten  the  obligations  which 
his  friends  entered  into  to  construct  the 
road  on  Vancouver  Island  at  a  cost  of 
five  or  six  millions  of  dollars. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Two  mil- 
lions of  dollars. 

Hon.  Mr.  KATJLBACH— I  am  sure 
it  would  be  double  that  by  the  time  it 
was  built.  In  addition  to  that,  they 
piomised  that  |2,000,000  a  year  should 
be  the  minimum  ex|>ended  on  the  main- 
land, even  before  they  knew  where  the 
road  was  to  be  located,  or  whether  they 
could  find  any  practical  route.  They  re- 
ferred this  matter  to  Lord  Caranrvon, 
and  agreed  to  be  governed  by  his  arbi- 
trament. What  is  the  result  %  The  Gov- 
ernment, as  far  as  they  could,  pledged 
themselves  to  this  enormous  expenditure 
in  British  Columbia.  Fortunately  for 
this  country,  there  was  a  Senate  to  de- 
feat such  a  monstrous  undertaking.  But 
now  that  we  have  undertaken  to  build 
120  miles  oi  railway  through  British  Col- 
umbia, they  raise  the  ofl^t^ction  that 
we  are  squandering  the  public  money, 
and  repudiate  all  that  they  have  them- 
selves done.  I  cannot  understand  how 
men  who  know  their  own  history  can  so 
stultify  their  own  actions  and  their  own 
priuciples  in  relation  to  the  position  of 
the  railway.  Yes,  fortunately  for  the 
Hon,  Mr,  EatUbach, 


country,  we  had  a  Senate  in  1875,  who 
rejected  the  policy  of  the  Goveanment — 
at  that  time  a  policy  which  would  have 
ruined  the  country  had  it  been  canned 
out.  My  hon.  friend  from  British  Col- 
umbia (Mr.  Macdonald)  has  informed  me 
that  if  the  120  miles  from  Emory's  Bar 
to  Savona*s  Ferry,  now  under  contract, 
were  built,  flour  and  grain  now  raised 
in  the  Fraser  River  Valley,  which  is 
sufficient  for  the  consumption  of  the, 
whole  of  British  Columbia,  could  be 
utilized  instead  of  importing  it  from  the 
United  States,  and  that  it  would  lead  to 
the  development  of  a  larger  tract  of  fer- 
tile country.  I  cannot  see  how  hon. 
gentlemen  who  were  pledged  to  the 
policy  of  the  late  Government  in 
relation  to  the  construction  of 
this  railway  can  come  forward  and  raise 
ata  objection  to  the  building  of  this  1 20 
miles  of  road  in  British  Columbia, 
when  it  is  1  he  very  same  section  of  the 
railway  for  which  they  had  tendei-s  out 
for  construction  just  before  the  elections 
in  1878,  and  to  which  they  had  shipped 
the  steel  rails  for  the  track.  Could  it 
have  been  done  merely  to  deceive  the 
electors?  What  other  inference  can 
be  drawn  when  comparing  their  present 
with  their  past  conduct  ?  .  My  hon. 
^friend  fi'om  Halifax  would  lead  us  to 
believe  that  the  commercial  depression 
is  worse  to-day  under  the  National  Policy 
than  it  was  l)efore  ;  that  there  is  no 
reaction,  and  that  the  country  is  opposed 
to  our  fiscal  policy.  The  interim  elec- 
tions tell  a  different  tale.  In  all  the 
elections  that  have  taken  place  since  the 
Nth  September.  1878,  the  Govern luent 
have  not  lost  a  single  seat, whilst  they  have 
gained  four.  Even  the  rural  districts 
have  giv<!n  a  large  support  in  favor  of 
the  present  ])olicy.  Therefore,  how  the 
hon.  gentleman  can  contend  that'  there 
is  a  reaction  against  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  especially  in  tie  fanning 
districts,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  conceive.  We 
find  new  life,  new  hope,  new  Vigor  and 
new  energy  throughout  the  Dominion, 
and  in  every  instance  when  the  Govern- 
ment appealed  to  the  people  they 
came  back  strengthened  by  the  contest. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Halifax  refeired  to 
the  extravagant  expenditures  of  the  Go- 
vernment. On  that  matter  I  think  the 
Public  Accounts  will  shew  proper  ec  »no- 
my   in   the     administration    of     public 
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affairs.  For  instance,  under  Legislation, 
the  increase  is  mainly  due  to  the  cost  of 
the  general  election,  which  was  in  round 
numbers  $120,000.  Another  large  in- 
crease is  in  the  Militia  Department,  for 
drill,  which  was  starved  to  death  under 
the  late  Government.  Another  in  the 
Post  Office  service,  and  then  an  increase 
in  the  interest  on  our  public  debt  rolled 
up  by  the  late  Administration.  Those 
are  matters  which  can  be  better  discussed 
at  a  later  stage  of  this  Session.  I  shall, 
at  present,  not  further  trespass  on 
the  patience  of  hon.  gentlemen. 
I  would  not  have  taken  part  in  this  de- 
bate but  for  the  remarks  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Halifax  (Mr.  Power)  and 
the  deplorable  condition  he  represented 
the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  to  be  in.  I 
arose  to  expres3  my  views  in  favor  of  the 
National  Policy,  and  to  bear  my  testi- 
mony to  the  better  feeling  that  prevails 
amongst  our  people,  and  to  the  energy 
and  life  that  have  dawned  and  have  sprung 
up  under  the  present  condition  of  things. 
There  is  an  earnest  hope,  an  earnest  con- 
fidence and  an  increase  of  prosperity  in 
the  country.  So  far  1  have  been  a  strong 
advocate  of  the  National  Policy,  and  al- 
though there  are  some  things  in  it  that 
can  be  improved  upon,  I  feel  that  upon 
their  tariff  I  can  sirongly  support  the 
Government,  and  in  doing  so  I  am  satis- 
fied that  I  am  not  misrepresenting  the 
interests  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON- -I  would  not 
have  risen  to  speak  on  this  question  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  challenge  thrown 
out  by  the  senior  member  for  Halifax 
(Mr.  Power),  and  the  jeering  way  in 
which  he  spoke  when  he  asked  me  to 
answer  the  observations  that  he  made. 
He  did  so  in  a  way  that  would  lead  the 
House  to  suppose  that  I  could  not  do  so. 
That,  I  thought,  came  with  a  very  ill 
taste  from  the  hon.  gentleman,  whose 
father  was  a  member  lor  the  county  of 
Halifax  for  ten  years,  and  made  no 
speeches  during  that  time  except  two, 
which  were  written,  and  said  to  have 
been  inspired  by  a  gentleman  not  a  hun- 
dred miles  from  me  just  now.  Perhaps 
I  am  wromg  in  saying  that  he  made  only 
two  speeches ;  he  made  another  one  that 
I  remember,  in  the  course  of  which  he 
said  that  the  Maritime  Provinces  had 
nothing  to  expect  from  the  Urits  of  the 
Hon,  Mr,  Kaulhach, 


Upper  Provinces.  That  was  often  quot- 
ed and  never  denied,  and,  therefore,  may 
fairly  be  accepted  as  his  utterance. 
I  say  it  in  no  disparagement  of 
that  gentleman.  He  was  a  silent 
member,  but  the  people  of  Halifax 
felt  that  with  regard  to  trade  and  com- 
merce he  was  a  good  authority.  If  the 
mantle  of  silence  had  fallen  on  his  chil- 
dren, the  Province  would  be  no  worse  off 
and  we  would  have  been  less  bored  in  this 
Chamber.  When  the  hon.  gentleman 
challenged  me  to  speak  of  the  bad  state 
of  things  in  Nova  Scotia  and  the  country 
generally,  he  instanced  the  number  of  in- 
solvencies which  had  taken  place  in  1879. 
When  a  person  fails  in  1879,  when  do 
his  losses  commence?  Did  they  com- 
mence that  year  1  No ;  in  all  proba- 
bility during  the  ^vq  years  preceding,  it, 
when  every  one  was  losing  money  hand 
over  fist.  His  losses  culminated  in  1879 
because  prices  were  then  beginning  to 
rise.  What  was  the  use  of  bringing 
actions  against  a  party  sooner  )  Nothing 
could  be  got  for  goods  or  property,  and, 
therefore,  the  creditoi*s  waited  until  the 
good  times  commenced,  and  then  pushed 
the  man  into  bankruptcy.  Take  an 
analogy  from  my  own  profession.  Con- 
sumption is  said  to  run,  on  an  average, 
for  two  years.  A  man  dies  of  con- 
sumption in  1879.  Did  the  cold  which 
developed  the  tubercles  on  his  lungs 
commence  that  year  ?  No,  it  commenced 
two  years  previous.  I  take  another 
illustration  from  my  own  practice.  Take 
a  case  of  fever  and  ague,  contracted  from 
malaria  in  the  district  of  New  Orleans. 
The  disease  does  not  break  out  there, 
but  when  the  man  comes  to  Nova  Scotia. 
Will  any  one  tell  me  that  our  invigorat- 
ing climate  and  sea  breezes  occasioned 
that  attack  ?  No,  it  is  the  seeds  of  the 
fever  and  ague  as  laid  at  New  Orleans. 
The  hon.  gentleman  asked  if  the  trade  of 
Halifax  has  decreased.  I  think  the 
senior  member  is  acquainted  •with  one 
Alfred  Jones  who  is  said  to  be  one  of  the 
largest  sugar  importers  there.  Under 
the  old  regime  he  had  two  skips  engaged 
in  the  West  India  trade,  he  now  has  six ; 
that  means  a  voyage  made  every  four  or 
six  weeks,  and  you  all  know  the  value  of 
a  cargo  of  fish  sent  out  there,  or  of  sugar 
brought  back.  That  certainly  does  not 
look  as  though  Alfred  Jones  thought 
that  the  duties  on  sugar  were  inimical  to 
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the  West  India  trade.  I  am  glad  to  be 
abl«  to  give  the  senior  member  for  Hali- 
fax credit  for  sincerity  when  he 
states  that  the  workshops  at  Moncton 
were  built  by  the  Mackenzie  Govern- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  stated  nothing 
of  the  sort. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — On  the  contrary, 
he  did  not  say  built,  but  very  much  im- 
proved, and  he  spoke  of  their  being  such 
very  fi  ne  buildings  and  a  credit  to  the 
country.  1  think  he  said,  if  the  report- 
ers took  him  down,  that  the  workshops 
at  Moncton  were  largely  improved,  and 
made  models  of  workshops  under  the  old 
Government. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  is  true  that  I 
said  they  were  improved  by  the  old  Gov- 
ernment. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON  —  Likewise  he 
went  on  to  say  that  this  has  since  been 
done  away  with  and  that  the  work  is  to 
be  done  by  contract  in  future.  I  am 
very  glad  to  hear  it.  I  am  not  acquaint- 
ed with  the  manufacturers  of  St  John 
and  other  places,  but  I  am  very  glad 
that  the  Government  has  gone  out  of 
that  business  and  given  the  mechanics 
and  workmen  of  Halifax  a  chance  to  com- 
pete for  the  work  of  those  shops.  He 
likewise  spoke  largely  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  and  accused  me  of  making  a 
mistake  when  I  told  him  no  accident  had 
occurred  in  my  journey  up.  I  contrasted 
the  journey  from  Halifax  up  with  the 
trip  I  took  seven  years  ago  when  I 
travelled  to  Portland,  partly  by  way  of 
the  Intercolonial,  partly  by  the  St  John 
A  Bangor,  and  partly  by  the  Grand 
Trunk ;  for  3  days  I  slept  in  the  train, 
in  a  snow  bank,  and  not  in  a  Pullman. 
This  time  I  left  Halifax  at  the  usual 
time  and  got  into  Quebec  only  an  hour 
and  a  quarter  behind  time.  The  cause 
of  that  delay  was,  the  engineer  tested 
the  engine  and  found  she  was  too  weak 
to  take  us  through  the  snow,  so  he  put 
on  another  engine,  that  was  why  we 
were  an  hour  and  a  quarter  behind  time. 
I  asked  what  became  of  this  engine, 
which,  according  to  the  senior  member 
from  Halifax  must  have  been  smashed 
to  smithereens,  and  was  informed  that  it 
was  sent  back  to  Moncton  by  itself.  I 
may  have  been  in  very  great  danger  ; 
I  certainly  did  not  know  it. 
Hon,  Mr,  Almon. 


The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of  the  dis- 
charge of  men  employed  on  the  railway. 
A  good  many  have  been  discharged  and 
some  of  them  I  feel  very  sorry  for.  I 
remonstrated  in  several  instances,  and 
what  was  the  answer  ]  I  was  told  that 
the  road  had  been  overcrowded  with  men 
by  the  late  Government.  The  managers 
had  been  instructed  to  take  them  on. 
Some  were  good  men,  if  there  had  been 
anything  for  them  to  do,  and  they  would 
like  to  have  kept  them  on  ;  but  tliere 
were  others  who  were  not  able  to  do  a 
day's  work,  and  had  been  put  on  merely 
through  political  influence.  I  asked  why 
they  had  taken  on  more  than  was  neces- 
sary and  was  told  :  "It  is  all  very  well, 
but  we  would  get  a  note  from  Mr.  So- 
and-so,  telling  us  to  take  on  somebody 
and  give  him  work,  and  we  could  not 
refuse."  I  have  heard  the  senior  member 
for  Halifax  address  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject of  a  lailroad  from  Lake  Nipissing, 
westward,  a  matter  of  which  he  could 
know  nothing  but  what  he  could 
get  from  a  blue  book.  I  have  heard  him 
dHate  for  hours  upon  it ;  but  his  elo- 
quence was  not  expended  ^so  much  on 
that  subject  as  on  the  discharge  of  a  con- 
stable fix)m  Halifax  station,  I  am  inter- 
ested in  the  prosperity  of  Halifax  and 
am  very  willing  that  the  Dominion  Gov- 
emment  should  carry  the  Intercolonial 
to  the  deep-water  terminus  at  West's 
Wharf,  but  I  am  not  so  deeply  interested 
as  to  ask  them  to  find  a  constable  for  the 
Halifax  dep6t  If  a  constable  is  wanted, 
I  think,  from  what  I  know  of  my  coun- 
trymen, that  they  will  not  expect  their 
senior  member  here  to  appeal  to  the  Gov- 
ernment for  Goti's  sake  to  keep  a  con- 
stable for  them  and  pay  him  out  of  the 
Dominion  revenue.  The  hon.  senator 
alluded  to  the  api)ointment  of  Mr.  Black 
and  Mr.  Boggs,  and  sneered  at  those 
gentlemen.  Mr.  Black  is  a  Southerner 
who,  at  the  unfortunate  termination  of  the 
civil  war,  came  to  Halifax.  He  was 
agent  for  a  steamer  which  ran  from 
Halifax  to  Portland,  and  con- 
veyed to  the  former  city  the 
greater  part  of  the  flour  used  there. 
After  the  Intercolonial  Railway  was 
opened  for  traffic  that  freight  was  cut 
ofl^,  most  of  our  flour  coming  to  us  by 
rail.  The  Minister  of  Railways  appoint- 
ed Mr.  Black  an  agent  to  go  up  the  road 
to  look  after  the   trade    which    formerly 
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came  >>y  his  boat.  Mr.  Black  was  ap- 
l)ointed  by  the  Halifax  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, which  I  cannot  accuse  of  any 
Conservative  leanings,  to  go  np  to  the' 
Upper  Provinces  to  negotiate  with  the 
Hon. Mr. Mackenzie  for  the  transportation 
of  grain  to  Halifax.  He  did  so  and  failed 
to  come  to  any  arrangement.  In  the 
election  of  1878  he  and  his  two  sons  took 
the  oath  of  allegiance*  and  vote!  for 
Richey  and  Daley  and  against  Jones  and 
Power,  and  this  accounts  for  the  senior 
member's  attack  u[>on  him.  lam  happy 
to  say  that  the  good  times  have  commenc- 
ed in  Nova  Scotia.  I  cannot  saf  but 
that  I  am  [^leased  with  the  hope  that  has 
been  held  out  in  the  other  House  of  cer- 
tain changes  to  be  made  in  the  tariff.  I 
think  that  Indian  corn  should  be  imported 
free  of  duty,  and  the  poor  man's  serge 
should  not  be  made  to  pay  as  high  a  duty 
as  th«  rich  man's  broadcloth.  I  think, 
also,that  the  duty  on  champagie ought  to 
be  reduced.  \s  a  medical  man  I  know 
that  there  is  nothing  more  useful  as  a 
stimulant  than  champaarne.  The  duty 
now  is  $8  a  case.  Very  often  it 
agrees  with  the  stomach  when  nothing 
else  will,  but  a  poor  man,  at  the  present 
rate,  is  deprived  of  an  ar^ticle  which  in 
some  cases  of  sickness  is  a  necessary. 
I  think  all  the  doctors  who  hear  me 
will  agree  with  me  that  the  duty  on 
champagne  should  be  reduced. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  wish  to  explain 
that  the  hon.  senator  misunderstood  my 
remark  the  other  day  altogether.  I  had 
no  desire,  whatever,  to  sneer  at  that  hon. 
gentleman.  I  should  not  sneer  at  any 
member  of  the  Senate,  and  certainly  my 
junior  colleague  is  one  of  the  vei7  last  I 
should  think  of  treating  in  such  a  man- 
ner. 

Hon.  Dr.  ALMON — I  apologize  if  I 
have  said  anything  offensive,  but  [ 
thought  from  the  tone  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man that  he  considered  that  I  was  un- 
able to  address  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — I  am  sorry  to  de- 
tain the  House,  but  I  cannot  allow  this 
Address  to  pass  without  having  a  few 
words  to  say  in  commendation  of  it. 
Some  of  our  hon.  friends,  especially  the 
hon.  senator  from  Halifax,  Mr.  Power, 
have  told  us  that  the  good  harvest  and 
the  general  prosperity  in  the  United 
States  are  the  cause  of  the  increased 
I/on.  Mr,  Almon, 


prosperity  in  Canada.  I  am  glad  that 
he  admits  that  there  is  pros^^erity,  al- 
though his  language  is  peculiar.  He  say» 
"  there  is  no  prosperity  to  any  alarming 
extent."  I  want  to  know  what  he  means. 
Is  he  alarmed  at  the  prospest  of  pros- 
I>erity  1  I  am  not  going  to  be  alarmed,  but 
will  be  delighted  if  the  whole  country 
becomes  prosperous,  as  I  feel  convinced 
that  we  are  on  the  road  to  prosperity. 
There  is  evidence  of  it  in  the  step  of 
every  commercial  man  as  he  enters  his 
office  in  the  morning.  He  does  not  go 
now  with  his  head  down,  feeling  that 
every  letter  he  opens  may  contain  bad- 
news  from  his  debtors — ^that  one  man  has 
failed  ;  that  the  next  has  cleared  out, 
and  the  next  cannot  meet  his  payments. 
He  feels  that  the  country  is  becoeaiiig 
prosj>erous,  that  his  business  is  getting 
into  shape,  and  that  he  wi(l  realize  some- 
thing from  his  investments.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  harvest  is  to  some  extent 
the  cause,  but  not  solely  the  cause.  The 
harv-est  was  only  saved  in  October  and 
one  half  of  it  has  not  yet  been  marketec\ 
and  th<^  country  will  not  receive  the  full 
benefit  until  next  fall.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man tells  us  that  the  reaction  in  the 
United  States  is  the  cause  of  our  prosper- 
ity. It  may  help  us  some,  but  have  they 
altered  their  policy  of  protection  1  Not 
a  bit  of  it,  and  I  am  sure  that  under  the 
system  we  have  adopted  we  will  have 
prosperity  too.  There  is  only  an  imagin- 
ary line  between  us  and  our  neighbors, 
and  T  have  always  believed  that  what- 
ever trade  policy  is  good  for  them  can- 
not be  injurious  to  us.  Four  years  ago 
I  had  the  honor  of  moving  the  first  reso- 
lution in  Parliament  affirming  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  national  policy.  I  remember 
the  question  was  taken  up  laughingly, 
and  debated  when  there  was  nothing  else 
to  do,  but  I  am  happy  to  know  that  I 
have  lived  long  enough  to  see  that  that 
policy  has  been  affirmed  by  a  change 
of  Government,  and  I  look  back  with  no 
small  degree  of  pride  to  the  time  when  I 
had  the  boldness  to  move  the  resolution 
that  introduced  the  debate  on  the  subject 
in  this  House.  I  see  that  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  refers,  amongst  other 
things,  to  the  visit  to  this  continent  of 
two  distinguished  members  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Agricultui-al  Depression 
in  the  Mother  Country.  I  may  say  that 
I  had  the  pleasure — the  very  great  plea- 
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sure — of  meeting  those  gentlemen,  and 
accompanying  tliem  through  a  i)ortion  of 
this  Province.  I  intercepted  them  at 
New  York.  They  had  mapped  out  their 
route  of  travel,  and  had  not  decided  to 
visit  this  Province  until  late  in 
the  fall,  not  perhaps  until  Decem- 
ber. 1  showed  them  that  they  could  visit 
a  considerable  portion  of  Ontari:)  and 
not  be  detained  over  a  week,  and  upon 
my  assurance  they  changed  their  plans 
and  visited  this  Province.  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  the  opinion  they  formed  of 
this  country  was  a  most  favorable  one. 
I  recollect  when  we  got  to  Toronto  they 
i"emarked  that  we  seemed  to  be  a  differ- 
ent people  hei-e  to  what  tliey  had  seen 
during  the  ten  days  they  had  previously 
spent  in  the  United  States.  It  was  a  very 
opportune  time  to  visit  Canada,  because 
it  enabled  them  in  a  very  short  time  to 
see  the  principal  products  of  the 
countr}'.  They  would  have  been 
very  glad  to  have  visited  Eastern 
portions  of  the  Dominion,  but  their 
time  would  not  admit  of  it.  They  visit- 
ed most  of  the  grain  and  cattle-producing 
]>ortion8  of  this  continent,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  California  and  the  extreme 
south,  and,  when  their  report  is  issued,  I 
am  quite  pi-epared  to  ex})ect  that  we  will 
find  it  very  favorable  to  Canada.  When 
they  got  to  Manitoba,  Mr.  Head  express- 
ed his  opinion  that  we  might  look  for- 
ward to  seeing  our  North-West  country 
competing  with  Russia  and  the  United 
States  for  the  food  supply  of 
Gi-eat  Britain.  The  food  supply 
is  a  question  that  must  engage 
the  serious  attention  of  the  people 
of  England.  No  doubt  the  Commission- 
ers were  sent  out  more  particularly  to 
•  satisfy  the  tenant  farmers  with  a  view  to 
establishing  a  basis  for  an  anangement 
between  landlord  and  tenant  hereafter,  as 
the  produces  of  this  country  are  entering 
so  largely  into  competition  with  the  pro- 
ducts of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  tkat, 
with  the  bad  harvests  they  have  had,  the 
agricultural  interest  has  becoite  so  very 
much  dcpre-ssed  that  we  may  now  direct 
our  attention  towards  supplying  the  food 
which  they  must  have.  Statistics 
brought  down  by  Mr.  Caird,  who  is  the 
great  authority  in  such  inatters  in  Great 
Britain,  show  that  the  agriculturists  of 
the  mother  country  are  not  able  to  pro- 
duce any  more  now  than  they  were  a 
Hon.  Mr.  Read. 


number  of  yeai*s  ago  ;  in  fact,  they  have 
rather  decreased  the  production  than 
otherwise.  At  the  present  time  the 
comparative  quantities  and  value  of 
home  and  foreign  products  consumed  an- 
nually in  Great  Britain  are  as  follow  : — 
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This  country  could  supply  a  large  quan- 
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the  articles  of  butter  and  cheese  we  have 
made  wonderful  progress.  It  is  only  a 
few  years  ago  since  we  were  large  ini- 
poi*ters  of  cheese,  but  we  now  not  only 
manufacture  all  we  require  for  home 
eonsumption,  but  export  largely.  Out 
of  U0,000,000  of  pounds  of  cheese  ex- 
ported from  this  continent  to  England, 
Canada  sends  about  40,000,000  of 
pounds,  whereas,  to  show  the  advance 
made  in  the  supply  of  that  article  in 
1861,  the  United  States  only  sent 
10,000,000  of  pounds  to  England  and 
Canada  in  1866,  when  we  were  large 
importers  of  cheese  from  the  United 
States.  We  are  very  intimately  inter- 
ested in  the  supply  of  meat  for  the 
Mother  Country.  Under  the  present 
regulations,  Canada,  to-day,  has  an  ad- 
vantage of  $25  on  each  ox  that  we  ex- 
port to  the  Britisk  market  above  the 
United  States,  in  consequence  of  this 
country  not  being  scheduled  by  the 
British  Government,  we  having  escaped 
the  pleurob  pneumonia.  Speaking  of  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  I  must  say  that 
doalers  who  export  cattle  vid 
Halifax  speak  in  the  highest  terms 
of  the  excellent  accommodation 
afforded  for  the  transportation  of 
cattle  by  that  line.  Every  convenience 
is  given  for  the  safety,  comfort  and  dis- 
patch of  stock.  A  friend  of  mine  who 
shipped  two  hundred  head  of  cattle  the 
other  day  for  the  British  market  in- 
formed me  that  he  was  afforded  every 
facility  for  i*apid  and  safe  tiunsport  on 
the  Intercolonial,  and  the  rates  will 
show  that  the  Government  have  mot 
neglected  that  branch  of  the  public  ser- 
vice. If  the  United  States  continues  to 
be  scheduled  as  it  now  is,  our  cattle 
trade  in  the  English  market  must  largely 
increase.  I  think  that  the  Government 
Are  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the  people 
of  this  country  for  taking  the  prompt 
action  they  did  last  year  to  prevent  the 
introduction  of  contagious  diseases  of 
cattle  into  Canada  from  the  United 
States,  and  thus  maintaining  the  high  re- 
putation of  our  native  herds.  We  can 
easily  understand  what  anxiety  the  Gov- 
ernment of  England  must  have  in  relsr 
tion  to  the  welfare  of  the  tenant  farmers, 
and  what  influence  that  class  of  the 
community  must  have  in  the  legislation 
of  that  country  when  we  consider  that 
there  are  561,000  tenant  farmers  in  Eng- 
Hon.  Mr.  Read. 


land  and  Scotland,  and  600,000  in 
Ireland.  In  Great  Britain  the  average 
area  of  land  held  by  tenants  is  iifty-six 
acres;  and  in  Ireland  it  is  twenty-six  acres 
When  I  inform  this  House  that  one  of 
the  Royal  Commissioners  who  visited 
Canada  last  autumn  is  a  member  of  the 
House  of  Commons — the  representative 
of  the  561,000  tenant  farmers  of  England 
— they  can  understand  the  importance  of 
that  visit.  As  the  only  tenant  farmer  in 
the  House  of  Commons  laist  year  the 
Government  selected  him,  along  with 
another  member  of  Parliament,  Mr. 
Pell,  who  thoroughly  understood  the 
mission  which  was  entrusted  to  them. 
Mr.  Head  was  for  two  years  a  member 
of  Mr.  Disraeli's  Cabinet,  but  he  left  it 
in  187£,  because  the  Government  would 
not  carry  out  his  views  on  the  Land 
question,  in  which  he  took  a  groat 
inteiTst.  The  mission  with  which  these 
gentlemen  were  charged  was  to  ascertain 
the  capabilities  of  this  country  and  see 
whether  our  capacity  to  produce  foocl 
supplies  was  likely  to  continue.  The  ar- 
rival of  food  supplies  from  this  continent 
in  England  had  been  enormous,  and  they 
wanted  to  ascertain  if  those  supplies 
could  continue  ^vq  years  longer.  There 
wei-e  some  doubts  existing  in  the  old 
country  on  that  question.  Mr.  Caird  in 
his  last  work,  says  :  "  The  American 
people  themselves  are*  much  greater  con- 
sumers of  meat,  man  for  man,  than  the 
English,  and  when  prosperity  returns  to 
that  country  the  home  consumption  will 
increase,  and  the  surplus  for  exportation 
will  diminish."  I  fancy  he  is  wrong  in 
that.  I  think  he  will  And  that  the 
food  supplies  on  this  continent— especi- 
ally meat  supplies — will  increase  very 
materially,  and  to  an  extent  that  they 
are  not  prepared  for.  It  is  astonishing 
how  the  price  of  meat  has  continued  to 
increase  in  England,  while  the  price  of 
flour  has  kept  about  the  same  stand- 
point. 

The  following  is  a  table  prepared 
by  Mr.  Caird  shewing  the  prices  duiing 
the  past  century  : 

Table  shewing  the  rent  of  cultivated 
land,  the  price  of  provisions,  the 
wages  of  the  agricultural  laborer,  the 
rent  of  cottages,  the  average  produce 
of  wheat,  in  three  periods,  during  the 
last  hundred  years  in  England  :  — 
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1770.  1850.  1878. 

s.  d.  8.  d.  8.  d. 
Rent  of  cultivated  land 

per  acre 13  0  27  0  30  0 

Price  of  bread  per  lb 0  1}  0  IJ  0  1} 

•'       meat        " 0  3J  0  5  0  9 

**       butter      «'....     0  6  10  18 
igricultural       Iaborer*8 

wages  per  week 73  97  140 

Rent  of  laborer'8  cottages    0  8  16  2  0 

Produce    of    wheat    per  ^ 

acre  in  bushels. ......     23  26}  28 

You  will  see  by  this  tbat  in  a  hundrel 
years  the  price  of  bread  was  about  the 
same  ;  but  when  we  come  to  meat,  but- 
ter, and  other  articles  of  food,  you  will 
Me  how  rapidly  they  have  increased  in 
price.  During  that  period  the  produc- 
tion of  wheat  has  not  increased  to  any 
great  extent  in  Great  Britain,  and  there 
has  been  a  doci^ease  in  the  number  of 
sheep  in  the  ten  yeiars  ending  with  1878. 
In  1868  there  were  35,607,812,  and  in 
1878  only  32,471,504  sheep.  The  num- 
ber  of  cattle  in  1868  was  9,083,416,  and 
in  1878,  9,723,227.  In  1858,  twenty 
years  ago,  the  value  of  cattle,  sheep  and 
pigs  imported  into  the  United  Kingdom 
was  £1,390,068;  in  1877  it  had  in- 
creased to  £6,012,564.  Not  only 
has  the  consumption  of  imported  meats 
increased,  but  the  prices  have  also 
gone  up  gradually,  and  the  question 
arises  among  the  consumers  in  England  : 
"  Where  ai'e  our  supplies  to  come  from  1" 
and  among  the  producers  in  England  : 
"  Can  we  compete  with  other  countries 
with  the  improved  means  of  transporta- 
tion now  existing  % "  Mr.  Washburn, 
the  United  States  Minister  to  England 
spoke  a  few  days  ago  on  the  famines  of 
the  world.  In  the  course  of  his  remarks 
he  says  that  there  are  now  being  built, 
in  England  and  Scotland,  seventy  ships 
for  the  ti-pnsportation  o^  live  stock  from 
America  to  England.  We  may  well  ask 
ourselves  how  much  of  the  trade  which 
those  ships  are  being  built  to  accommo- 
date, will  Canada  secure  1  We  have  an 
opportunity  to  supply  a  portion  of  the 
demand  from  our  fertile  prairies  in  the 
North-West  and  from  the  older  and 
alreiidy  cultivated  parts  of  the  Dominion. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  skill  awA  in- 
dustry of  our  people,  the  invigorating 
clinaate  which  rendei-s  labor  easy,  and 
the  productiveness  of  our  soil  will  enable 
us  to  furnish  the  people  of  Europe  with 
a  large  portion  of  what  they  may  require 
Hon,  Mr»  Read. 


for  their  sustenance.  Last  year  Great 
Britain  produced  only  one-half  of  the 
wheat  that  she  needed.  Mr.  Caird, 
who  is  a  careful  statistician,  gives  the 
exact  figures  of  the  amount  impoii»d 
and  the  amount  consumed.  Of  course,  we 
do  not  supply  much  of  the  £22,050,000 
worth  of  wool  imported  into  the  United 
Kingdom,  but  we  send  them  a  good  deal 
of  cheese  and  butter.  They  received  of 
the  latter  articles  of  produce  from  this 
^ntinent  in  1861-2,  only  10,000,000  lbs  ; 
last  year  it  had  increased  to  140,000,000 
lbs.  As  late  as  1866,  Canada  produced 
no  ,  cheese  for  export,  but  bought 
$306,000  worth  from  the  United  States 
for  consumption  in  this  country.  Last 
year  we  exported  40.000,000  lbs.  of 
cheese.  In  butter  we  must  improve  our 
production,  and  we  can  find  a  good  mar- 
ket for  it  also.  The  increasing  manu- 
facturing and  other  industries  at  home 
will  create  a  larger  demand  for  all  kinds 
of  farming  i)roducts  here,  and  we  can  dis- 
pose of  the  surplus  abread.  I '  am  sure, 
therefore,  that  the  Dominion  will  be  re- 
garded as  a  desirable  portion  of  the 
British  Empire,  to  be  made  the  home 
of  the  tenant  farmera  who  are  about 
to  emigi'at©  from  the  Mother  Country. 
Any  man  who  possesses  health  can  make 
a  good  living  here ;  it  he  does  not,  it  is 
his  own  fault.  One  paragraph  in  the 
Address  refers  to  the  famine  which  pre- 
vails in  Ireland.  We  must  all  deplore 
the  existence  of  such  a  condition  of  afiairs 
in  any  poi-tion  of  the  world.  In  looking 
over  this  book — "  The  World,  Past  and 
Present" — I  see  that  there  was  a  dre>»d- 
ful  famine  in  Ireland  in  1822,  eaused  by 
the  failure  of  the  potato  crop.  There 
was  another  in  1831,  and  Parliament 
granted  X40,000  for  the  relief  of  the  desti- 
tute population,'and  this  was  supplemented 
by  large  subscriptions  in  England, 
amounting  to  £74,410.  In  1845  another 
famine  occurred,  and  the  Government 
spent  £850,000  to  relieve  the  sufferers. 
The  famine  of  1846  and  1847  was  but  a 
continuation  of  the  distress  of  the  previous 
year.  Every  one  who  hears  me  reu em- 
bers that  dt  eadfiil  time.  The  Govern ment 
spent  £10,000,000  during  that  famine  to 
relieve  the  prevailing  destitution  ;  but 
the  population  decreased  enormously.  It 
has  been  estimated  that  250,000  peitionB 
died  in  Ireland  from  the  famine,  and  a 
great  many  others  died  after  they  came 
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to  this  country.  The  population  decreased 
ill  Ii-eland  from  8,500,000  in  1846  to 
5,412,000  in  1871.  1  see  that  our  Gov- 
ernment intend  to  give  some  assistance  to 
the  destitute  population  of  Ireland.  I 
would  6u<i^gost  that  a  portion  of  it  should 
be  devoted  to  aiding  families  to  emigrate 
to  and  settJ*^  in  Canada.  It  seems  to  rae 
that  it  would  be  a  pmctical  way  to  help 
to  relieve  the  distress  in  Ireland,  and  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  population 
by  giving  them  an  opportunity  to  secure 
homes  and  a  means  ot  earning  their  liv- 
ing. I  would  assist  families,  because 
they  are  likely  to  remain  with  us  when 
they  come.  Families  cannot  move  about 
as  individuals  can  when  they  have 
no  family  ties.  It  seems  to  Yne  that  this 
famine  must  have  come  upon  Ireland 
very  rapidly.  Two  mont!>s  ago,  as  I  ob- 
serve ny  the  following  letter,  such  press- 
ing and  deplorable  destitution  was  not 
anticipated: — 

"  We  think  the  proposal  to  collect  funds  in 
Montreal  for  tho  relief  of  certain  portions  »f 
Ireland  is  premature.  At  home,  where  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  want  must  be  well 
and  correctly  known,  no  general  movement 
has  so  far  taken  place  to  draw  help  from  the 
more  favored  portions  of  the  coimtry,  and  no 
appeal  has  been  made  to  obtain  relief  from 
abroad  by  any  responsible  organization. 

ti  We  are  o/  opinion  that  the  pastors  of  the 
people,  who  would  be  the  first  to  sound  the 
alarm  did  danger  really  threaten,  mnst  be 
convinced  that  the  distress  apprehended  is  not 
beyond  the  ordinary  resources  of  Ireland's 
charity  to  meet ;  and  they  probably  have  rea- 
son to  rely  on  timely  assistance  from  the  ex- 
penditure of  large  sums  of  the  public  money 
in  giving  employment  in  the  impoverished 
districts.  At  the  same  time  we  think  Ithe 
moment  opportune  to  give  a  helping  hand  to 
the  tenant  fiirmers  of  Ireland  in  their  struggle 
to  secure  for  themselves  the  legal  as  well  as 
the  natural  right  to  live,  and  to  enjoy  the 
fruits  of  their  labor  and  industry  on  the  hold- 
ings that  have  come  down  to  them  from  their 
ancestors.  The  voice  of  Montreal,  heard  on 
this  vital  question,  in  words  of  wisdom,  justice 
and  moderation,  would  do  good. 

"  P.  DowD,  Priest. 
"J.  HoQAN,  driest. 

*<  Js.  LONBRGAK,  PnCSt. 

«*  J.  J.  Salmon,  Priest. 
«*  Montreal,  December  11th,  1879." 

It  would  seem,  from  this,  that  the  clergy 
were  not  j)repared  for  such  a  sudden 
calamity.  While  we  have  no  sympathy 
with  agitatora,  and  while  I  ho[)e  that 
this  House  will  not  be  opened  to  them 
Hon.  Mr,  Bead, 


when  they  come  here,  we  have  every 
sympathy  for  the  suffering  people  of 
Ireland,  and  hope  that  the  Gov«rnmcnt 
will  be  liberal  with  whatever  aid  they 
feel  justified  in  offering.  I  feel  satisfied 
that  in  the  legislation  of  the  Bri- 
tish Parliament  justice  will  be  meted 
out  to  every  portion  of  the  em- 
pire. I  should  like  to  refer  bnefly 
to  th^  remarks  of  my  lion,  friend  from 
Halifax  (Mr.  Power)  in  which  he  says 
that  the  portion  cf  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  acquired  from  the  Grand  Trunk 
last  year  is  not  in  such  good  order  as  it 
should  be.  It  is  too  soon  to  expect  the 
Government  to  have  it  in  perfect  order. 
The  I^linister  of  Railways  only  purchased 
the  rails  last  summer  and  I  doubt  if  they 
are  delivered  yet.  By-the-way,  we  will, 
on  some  future  occasion,  compare  that 
purchase  with  the  price  paid  for  another 
lot  of  i-ails  by  the  late  Government. 
When  the  rails  i*each  this  country,  no 
doubt  the  Riviere  du  Loup  section  of  the 
Intercolonial  will  be  put  in  proper  order 
and  the  hon.  senator  from  Halifax  can 
travel  with  speed  and  comfort. 

At  six  o'clock  Mr.  Read  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  sug- 
gested that  it  was  almost  time  that  the 
debate  should  be  brought  to  a  close.  He 
thought  that  it  should  be  adjourned  on 
the  understanding  that  it  would  be  closed 
to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  said  that 
the  time  of  the  House  had  been  taken 
up  to^ay  mainly  by  speakers  on  the 
Government  side.  The  Opposition 
should  have  an  opportunity  to  be  heard. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  that. 
The  House  could  sit  after  six  o'clock,  to- 
morrow, if  necessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK  thought,  as  the 
Senite  had  heard  extensively  from 
Ontario,  Quebec  and  Nova  Scotia,  that 
New  Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward 
Island  would  like  to  say  something  on  a 
question  of  such  importance. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  did 
not  object  to  the  adjournment,  but  sug- 
gested   that   the   debate   should  end  to- 
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morrow,  either  in  the  afternooD  or  the 
evening. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  6.05  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Wednesday,  February  18lh,  1880, 
Prayei-s  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE   DEBATE   CONTIIfUED. 

The  Order  of  the  Daj  having  been 
i-ead  for  resuming  the  adjourned  debate 
on  the  Hon.  Mr.  Trudel's  motion, 

<*  That  an  Address  be  presented  to  His  Ex- 
cellency the  Governor-General  to  oflfer  their 
respectful  thanks  to  His  Excellency  for  the 
graciotfs  Speech  which  His  Excellency  has 
been  pleased  to  make  to  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament." 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  said— When  the 
House  rose  yesterday,  I  was  just  about 
closing  my  remarks,  but  there  are  a  few 
other  points  I  shall  refer  to.  T  was 
assuring  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax, 
(Mr.  Power)  that  I  had   no  dcubt  that. 


by  this  time  next  year,  the  Government 
would  have  that  portion  of  the  Intsrcol- 
•onial  Railway,  from  Quebec  to  Rivi6re 
du  Loup,  in  such  a  satisfactory  state  of 
repair  that  he  would  be  able  to  perform  his 
journey  to  Ottawa  with  comfort.  1  feel 
satisfied  that  that  line  will  yet  become 
a  very  popular  one  with  our  shippers, 
ial though  it  is  a  long  distance  to  carry 
produce  by  rail.  But  I  have  no  doubt 
it  will  become  a  favorite  route  for  the 
shipping  of  live  stock  to  Great  Britain  in 
winter.  It  will  be  interesting  to  notice 
the  great  demands  Great  Britain  is  mak- 
ing upon  the  world  for  food  supplies.  The 
increase  is  mot  only  in  accordance  with 
the  increase  of  population,but  the  demand 
per  capita  is  also  increasing.  I  find, 
from  a  statement  I  hold  in  my  hand,  that 
the  demand  for  the  products  of  foi'^igu 
countries  for  the  sustenance  of  life,  such 
as  meat,  flour,  cattle,  etc.,  has  risen  from 
eighteen  shillings  and  three  pence,  per 
head  of  the  j)opulation  in  1818, 
to  two  pounds,  nineteep  shillings  and 
seven  pence,  in  1877.  Now,  that  shows 
that  the  people  are  able  to  consume 
more — at  all  events  they  do  consume 
mere  valuable  food  than  they  did  twenty 
years  ago. 


Imports  into  the 

J  United 

Kingdom. 

Value  of 

Value  of 

Total  value 

Value 

Value  of 

live  Cattle, 

Dead  Meat 

of  Grain, 

per  head 

Wheat. 

Other  Grain. 

Grain  and 

Sheep  and 

and  Provi- 

Cattle and 

of  Popu. 

Flour. 

Pigs. 

sions. 

Provisions. 

lation. 

Year 

€wt. 

Cwt. 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£  8.    d. 

1858 

18,380,782 

25,358,418 

20,164,811 

1,390,068 

4,343,592 

25,898,471 

0  18     3 

1859 

17,337,329 

22,327,016 

18,044,203 

1,634,766 

4;680,629 

24,359,598 

0  17     0 

1860 

25,484,157 

30,721,487 

31,676,353 

2,117,860 

8,076,304 

41,871,517 

1     9     I 

1861 

29,955,532 

34,048,077 

34,922,095 

2,211,969 

9,151,078 

46,285,142 

1  11  11 

1862 

41,033,503 

33,071,858 

37,774,148 

1,888,236 

10,630,734 

50,293,118 

1  14     5 

1863 

24,364,171 

35,467,874 

25,956,520 

2,656,072 

10,841,324 

39,452,916 

1     6  10 

1864 

23,196,714 

23,822,668 

19,882,181 

4,275,322 

12,157,010 

36,314,513 

1     4     6 

1865 

20,962,963 

28,529,148 

20,725,483 

6,548,413 

12,667,838 

39,941,734 

1     6     9 

1866 

23,156,329 

39,794,780 

30,049,655 

5,839,058 

13,483,715 

49,372,428 

1   12  10 

1867 

34,645,569 

31,376,924 

41,368,349 

4,148,582 

12,489,331 

58,006,062 

1   18     3 

1868 

32,639,768 

34,369,601 

39,432,624 

2,698,496 

13,277,683 

55,408,803 

1   16     2 

1869 

37,695,528 

42,226,108 

37,351,089 

5,299,087 

15,189,933 

57,840,109 

1   17     5 

1870 

30,901,229 

43,202,284 

34,170,221 

4,654,905 

14,773,712 

53,698,838 

1  14     4 

1871 

39,389,803 

44,668,186 

42,691,464 

5,663,150 

16,593,668 

64,948,282 

2      1      3 

1872 

42,127,726 

60,068,508 

51,228,816 

4,394,850 

18,604,273 

72,227,934 

2     6     8 

1873 

43,863,098 

50,538,249 

51,737,811 

5,418,584 

23,854,967 

81,011,362 

2  10     5 

1874 

41,527,638 

51,470,198 

51,070,202 

5,265,041 

25,224,958 

81,560,201 

2  10     4 

1875 

57,876,517 

55,645,125 

63,086,691 

7,326,288 

25,880,806 

86,293,785 

2  12     8 

1876 

44,454,657 

73,520,939 

51,812,438 

7,260,119 

29,851,647 

88,924,204 

2  13     9 

1877 

54,869,800 

70,358,393 

63,536,322 

6,012,564 

30,144,013 

99,692,889 

2  19     7 

Him,  Sir  Alexander  CampbdL 
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It  will  be  interesting  to  see  what  shaie 
of  this  food  supply  we  furnish.  I  notice 
that  the  value  of  grain,  com,  and  flour 
has  increased  fi-om  £20,000.000  in  1858 
to  £63,000,000  in  1877.  The  importation 
of  live  stock  increased  from  £1,390,000 
in  1858  to  £6,112,000  im  1877.  Dead 
meats  have  increased  from  £4,343,000  in 
1858  to  £30,144,000  in  1877.  The 
importation  of  produce  of  all  kinds  has 
increased  from  £25,898,000  in  18^58  to 
£99,692,000  in  1877.  The  number  of 
oxen  and  bulls  imported  from  the  United 
States  in  1878  was  68,903  ;  from  Ger- 
many, 28,000  j  from  Denmark,  29,000  ; 
and  from  Canada,  i  7,807,  although  we 
have  only  j  ust  com  menced  that  trade.  Of 
horses,  the  United  States  sent  3,632  ; 
the  Dominion,  689.  Uf  shtep 
and  lambs,  the  United  States  sent 
45,567,  and  this  country  40,132. 
so  that  we  exported  nearly  as  many 
sheep  in  1878  to  England  as  did  the 
United  States.  In  the  aii;icle  of  butter, 
France  sent  the  greatest  quantity,  valued 
at  £3,179,000;  Holland  contributed 
£2,494,000 ;  Biitish  North  America 
only  £293,000,  and  the  United  States 
£998,000.  So  that  it  will  be  seen  we  sent 
only  about  one-third  as  much  butter  to 
England  as  the  United  States  ;  and  when 
we  come  to  notice  the  large  supplies  they 
receive  from  Holland,  France  and 
Sweden,  our  farmers  may  well  consider 
whether  they  cannot  compete  in  so  im- 
]>ortant  a  branch  of  industry  in  the 
English  market.  I  think  our  farmers 
are  not  particular  enough  to  prepare 
their  produce  to  meet  the  taste  of  the 
English  people.  There  is  a  very  large 
quantity  of  oats  consumed  in  England. 
The  imports,  1878,  amounted  in  value  to 
£4,557,665,  of  which  Russia  and  Sweden 
furnished  the  greatest  portion  ;  Germany 
next,  and  British  North  America  third. 
The  United  States  sent  only  £48,8C9,000 
worth,  whilst  Canada  sent  £233,832 
worth.  Pea.s,  out  of  £718,947  im- 
ported in  1878,  Canada  sent  £400,957. 
It  seems  we  should  compete  with  Russia, 
Germany  and  Sweden,  in  the  supply  of 
oats  to  England.  It  is  interesting  to 
kno-v  that  Russia  no  longer  controls,  or 
very  seriously  effects,  the  wheat  markets ; 
literally  the  United  States  seems  to  have 
totally  eclipsed  lier.  Russia  sent  to 
the  English  niarket  iu  1878  about 
£4,280,000  worth  ;  the  United  States 
Hon.  Mr.  Bead, 


£17,000,000  worth.  In  fact,  in  the  ar- 
ticles of  wheat  and  flour,  the  United 
States  supplied  in  that  year  considerably 
over  one-half  the  quantity  imported  into 
Great  Britain.  We  sent  onl^  a  small 
quantity — £1,408,536  worth.  It  is  evi- 
dent that  when  the  resources  of  our 
great  North- West  are  fully  developed  we 
may  look  forward  to  a  gre;\t  future,  and 
to  com))eting  with  our  neighbors  across 
the  line  for  the  supply  of  this  large 
and  annually  inci-easing  demand  in  the 
British  markets.  I  am  pleased  to  learn 
that  the  Government  have  stopped  th» 
works  on  the  Georgian  Bay  Branch 
Railway,  by  which  the  country  is  going 
to  make  another  loss.  We  have 
already  l^d  one  loss  by  the  Georgian 
Bay  Bi-anch  of  $109,000  ;  and 
how  much  the  blundei-ing  poiicy  of 
tlie  late  Government  would  cost  in  refer- 
ence to  this  project,  we  are  not  informed. 
No  doubt  it  will  be  more  convenient 
to  discuss  that  question  when  the  proper 
time  comes.  However,  I  cannot  permit 
this  opportunity  to  pass  without  com- 
plimenting tlie  Government  upon  the  step 
they  have  taken  in  stopping  the  work  on 
that  branch  at  the  pi-esent  time.  I  am 
pleased  to  see  that  the  Government  ar- 
rived at  the  same  conclusion  as  was 
reached  by  myself  when  I  moved  the 
resolution  I  had  the  honor  to  submit  to 
this  House  last  Session,  that  it  is  not  ex- 
pedient just  now  to  go  on  with  that 
project.  The  hon.  the  ex-Secretary  of 
State  has  hinted  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment advertised  for  tenders  to  build  this 
missing  link  of  180  miles  between 
Thunder  Bay  and  Winnipeg,  and  that  it 
was  their  policy  to  build  it.  I  have  re- 
feiTed  to  a  speech  of  his  the  year  before 
they  left  office,  1877,  and  I  shall  read  it. 
There  have  been  so  many  changes  in  the 
policy  of  the  late  Government  in  respect 
to  this  Pacific  Railway,  that  we  scarcely 
know  what  their  policy  was.  At  one 
time  they  were  going  t^  make  it  an  all- 
rail  route,  then  the  Georgian  Bay  Branch 
Railway  was  projected  and  abandoned^ 
then  a  contract  was  given  out  for  it,  and 
after  that  it  was  again  abandoned.  The- 
hon.  gentleman  will  recollect  that  in  1877, 
when  the  discussion  took  place  on  the 
Foi-t  Frances  Lock,  the  utility  of  which 
this  Government  does  not  seem  to  have 
understood,  because  they  have  abandoned 
it,  he  made  use  of  these  words  : — 
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"  That  section  would  cost  a  very  consider- 
able amount  of  money,  and  the  impression 
seemed  to  be  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
provide  this  water  way  in  order  to  save,  at  all 
events  for  some  years,  the  expense  of  construct- 
ting  this  180  miles  of  Railway.  He  would 
put  it  to  the  sense  of  the  House,  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  to  utilize  these  water 
stretches  for  some  years  even  at  an  expense 
of  two  or  three  hundred  thousand  dollars  than 
to  incur  an  expenditure  of  six  millions  and 
the  postponement  of  communication  until  the 
180  miles  of  road  was  constructed.  That  was 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  1877 ." 

I  shall  not  trouble  the  House  any  fur- 
ther, and  T  thank  hon.  gentlemen  for  the 
attention  with  which  they  have  listened 
to  my  remarks. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— To  the 
expressions  of  satisfaction  already  so  elo- 
quently uttered  in  this  Chamber  at  hav- 
ing Her  Royal  Highness  back  in  Canada, 
and  taking  a  prominent  part  in  the  affaire 
of  the  country,  I  beg  to  contribute  my 
bumble  shai-e  of  satisfaction.  I  am  sorry, 
however,  with  the  same  breath  to  have 
to  express  regret  at  the  accident  which 
happened  to  the  Vice-Regal  party  on 
SaMirday  night,  but  there  is  room  for 
congratulation,  inasmuch  as  what  might 
have  been  attended  with  the  most 
serious  consequences  is  likely  to  result  in 
little  iBJury.  Those  portions  of  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  having  refer- 
ence to  the  abundant  harvest  and  revival 
of  trade,  are  most  gratifying,  although 
the  prosperous  wave,  or  "  boom,"  has  not 
yet  reached  the  Pacific  Province;  yet 
it  is  beginiling  to  be  felt  in  other 
parts  of  the  Dominion,  and  I  have 
listened  with  much  pleasure  to  the  testi- 
mony to  that  effect  coming  from  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  Whether 
Govemment  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
harvest  or  not,  probably  a  connection 
can  be  traced.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
prospects  of  a  better  homo  market  would 
lead  farmers  to  exercise  more  care  in 
putting  in  their  crops  and  in  securing 
them  ;  and,  as  many  of  us  are  believers 
in  Providence,  why  should  we  not  believe 
that  Providence  smiles  on  the  country 
when  a  Conservative  Government  is  in 
office  1  A  writer  of  political  history  has 
proved  to  his  own  satisfaction  and,  I 
suppose,  to  that  of  the  Conservatives  in 
England,  that  Providence  has  always 
been  on  the  side  of  Conservative  Govern- 
ments. It  would  be  difficult  to  make  tlie 
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Liberals  believe  this  to  be  the  case,  I 
suppose,  but  for  all  that  there  may  be 
truth  in  it.  Since  the  gentlemen  from 
Nova  Scotia  spoke,  I  have  noticed  the 
most  marvellous  account  of  an  abundant 
harvest  and  prolific  soil — ^for  which  the 
Government,  perhaps,  may  claim  some 
credit,  as  a  result  of  the  National  Policy. 
It  is  that  a  family  in  the  county  of  Pic- 
tou  has  been  blessed  with  five  children 
at  one  birth.  I  should  think  this  would 
cause  a  decline  in  the  olive-branch  line. 
The  announcement  that  contracts  have 
been  awarded  for  127  miles  of  railway 
in  British  Columbia  is  satisfactory,  and  I 
have  to  congratulate  the  Govemment  on 
its  commencement  to  keep  faith  witli  that 
Province.  I  cannot  now  congratulate  the 
Government  on  the  route  adopted  ;  at  the 
same  time  I  would  not  take  upon  myself 
to  say,  if  another  year's  delay  were  caused, 
stay  the  present  contracts,  and  next 
year  take  another  line.  But  I  did  hope 
that  Government  would  have  deemed  it 
wise  to  have  selected  the  line  through  the 
fertile  Peace  River  country  and  the 
mineral  lands  of  Vancouver  Island.  I  am 
however,  willing  to  hope  that  what  has 
been  done  will  turn  out  to  be  a  wise  and 
good  selection.  In  discussing  the  rail- 
way contracts  awarded  in  British  Co- 
lumbia, the  hon.  gentleman  from. 
Ottawa,  (Mr.  J^'cott,)  has  made  use  of 
extraordinary  language.  Coming  as  it 
does  from  a  member  of  a  former  Adminis- 
tion  who,  if  they  meant  nothing — as  the 
words  of  the  hon.gentleman  would  indicate 
— meant  deception.  The  Government  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  belonged 
selected  and  adopted  the  piece  of  road 
now  happily  imder  contract  in  British 
Columbia.  Was  that  done  to  deceive, 
or  what  was  it  done  for  1  The  Govern- 
ment to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
belonged  called  for  tenders  for  the  con- 
struction of  that  piece  of  road.  Was* 
that  done  to  deceive,  or  what  was  it  done 
for  ?  The  Government  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  belonged  moved  a  lot  of  steel 
-v-ails  a  distance  of  140  miles  at  a  cost  of 
$30,000  to  the  very  spot  indicated  for 
the  commencement  of  this  piece  of  road. 
What  was  that  done  for  1  Did  it  mean 
nothing  i  Was  it  to  deceive?  I 
blame  no  Government  or  person  who 
would  boldly  state  that  the  bar- 
gain with  British  Columbia  was 
incapable     of     fulfilment,     and     would 
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recommend  placing  the  Province  back 
where  it  was  in  1871,  but  I  do  blame 
any  person  or  Government  who  would 
practice  deception  on  a  young  and  weak 
Province  ;  who  would  go  on  wasting  tiiiie 
and  money  in  deception.  I  think  it  is 
well  that  the  Government  which  received 
British  Columbia  into  the  Federal  system 
is  placed  in  a  position  to  treat  it  with 
some  justice.  I  have  listened  with 
pleasure  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Belleville  about  the  visit  of 
the  Agricultural  Commissioners  from 
England  to  this  country  last  year. 
It  is  gi-atifying  to  know  that  they 
formed  favorable  opinions  of  the  resources 
and  capabilities  of  Canada  and  the  North- 
West,  which  may  lead  to  a  desirable 
class  of  people  coming  to  and  settling  in 
this  couutry. 

lion.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  think 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Belleville  (Mr. 
Read)  is  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  this 
House  for  the  very  useful  statistics 
which  he  has  placed  before  us  in  the 
speech  that  he  has  just  finished.  They 
cannot  fail  to  prove  useful  both  to  the 
growers  of  grain  and  other  produce  in 
the  Dominion,  and  to  the  merchants  who 
are  engaged  in  the  exporting  of  those 
products.  I,  for  my  part,  tender  him 
my  thanks  for  the  trouble  that  he  has 
taken  in  collecting  those  statistics.  In 
his  long  speech,  there  were  very  few  ex- 
pressions which  I  feel  at  all  inclined  to 
criticise.  Yesterday,  when  speaking  in 
support  of  the  view  which  he  took  of  the 
success  of  the  National  Policy,  he  said 
that  the  Canadian  harvest  time  was 
about  the  month  of  October.  I  was  un- 
der the  impression  that  at  Belleville,  at 
least,  all  the  harvest  is  safely  housed  in 
the  bam,  or  sold  to  go  across  the  line  by 
the  first  of  September,  at  all  events.  It 
is  a  fact,  certainly,  that  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  and  esi)ecially  the  one  from 
which  I  come,  our  grain  fields  are  rarely 
cleared  before  October,  and  we  suffer 
sometimes  from  that  cause,  but  it  is  % 
surprise  to  me  to  learn  that  in  one  of  the 
best  parts  of  Ontario  the  harvest  should 
be  so  late  as  the  hon.  gentleman  inti- 
mated. In  Prince  Edward  Island  we  have 
undoubtedly  been  blessed  with  a  more 
than  usually  abundant  harvest.  In  a 
general  way  our  Province  is  not  remark- 
ably well  adapted  for  the  growth  of 
Hon,  Mr,  Macdonaid. 


wheat,  but  farmers,  of  late  yeai-s,  have 
taken    to     growing    that    cereal    to     a 
greater   extent  than   formerly.     During 
the      past      season      the     crop      sowed 
was  very  large  and  the  yield  was  exceed- 
ingly satisfactory.     In  fact,  it  is  stated 
with   confidence  by  experienced  parties 
tk«re  that  we  have  grown  enough  wheat" 
to  support  our  population.     Our  other 
crops,  oats  and  potatoes,   are   quite  an 
average,  I  think.     I  cannot,  however,  see 
that  the  prosperity  which  seems  to  hare 
followed   the    abundant   harvest   in  the 
Western  Provinces   has   visited   Prince 
Edward   Island,   and    for   this   reason  : 
although  we  have  had  an  abundant  crop 
of  wheat,  we  do  not  export  that  article, 
and  the  prices  realized  from  the  sale  of 
the  coarser  grains  and  potatoes,  which 
form  the  staple  of  our  exports,  have  been 
remarkably      low.     Consequently,     our 
farmers  have  not  at  their  disposal  as  large 
sums  to  Qxpend  in  the  merchants*  stores 
as  Ihey  would  have  received  had  ordi- 
nary piices  prevailed.     I  may  also  state' 
that  some,  notinconsidemble,  want  <#  em- 
ployment exists  in  the  Island.    There  are 
a  great  many  unemployed  laborers  about 
Charlottetown  who  are  in  part  supported 
by  charitable  subscriptions,  and  that  is  at 
state  of  things  that  could  not  well  be 
called  prosperous.     In  prosperous  times 
those  men  would  probably  be  employed 
in  wharf  building   and   cutting  timber, 
and  other  materials  connected  with  that 
industry.     Thei-e  does  not  seem  to  be  so 
much  general  work  going  on,  consequent- 
ly workmen  are   out  of  employment.     I 
must  bear  my  testimony  to  the  character 
of  the  speeches  that  we   heard  from  the 
mover  and  seconder  of  the  Address  before 
us  now.     I  was    pleased  in  general  with 
the  tone  of  those  speeches,   but,  being 
opposed  to    the    views  entertained    by 
those  gentlemen,  and  expressed  in   their 
speeches,  it  is  not  unnatural  that  I  should 
see   those   questions  in  a  different  light 
from  them.     But,  in   any  criticism   that 
I  may  offer,  I  hope  T  shall  not  transgress 
the  bounds  of  courtesy,  at  all  events.    The 
hon.  gentleman  who  moved  the  Address 
intimated  that  he  would  take  the  House 
into   his   inmost   confidence.     Well,  we 
ought  all  to  do  that.  We  ought  to  all  speak 
out  our  minds  freely  and  with  frankness, 
and,  I  have  no  doubt,  the  hon.  gentleman 
did  so.    We  are  told  that  there  are  grave 
reasons   to    fear    the    predominance    of 
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Ontarian   influence  in  the  Cabinet,    and 
that  suoh  influence  will  prove  injurious 
to  other  parts  of  the  Dominion,  especially 
to  his  own  Province.     He   says   that  no 
picture  is  without  a  shadow  and  no  sky 
without  a  cloud ;  but   his  apprehensions 
seem  to  have  been  easily  quieted  because, 
-after  a  few  sentences  on  the  subject,  he 
•aomes  to  the  conclusion  that,  after  all,  it 
was  **only  a  cloud."  Then  at  a  later  period 
in  the  debate  we  had  a  similar  sort  of 
statement  from  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
rgpoke  from  this  side  of  the  House  (Mr. 
Belierose),    who   read  a  most  interesting 
-essay,  in  which  he  gave  his  mature  opin- 
ions upon  this  same  question  of  Ontaiian 
influence.    He,  however,  was  not  so  easily 
satisfled.     He  pushed  the  question  to  its 
extreme  limit.  I  must  say  that  I  entirely 
disagree  with  the  view  that  both  the  hon. 
gentlemen  took  on  that  subject.  It  seems 
*o  me  that  it  is  a  reproach  to  our  states- 
men, if  it  be  a  fact,  that  every  Province 
should  be  represented  with  exact  refer- 
ence to  its  population,  in   the  Cabinet  of 
the  Dominion  ;  that  no  justice  will  be 
done   to  a  Province  unless   it   be  fully 
represented   on    that     Board.     That,     I 
think,  is  a  dreadful  picturo  and  a  dread- 
ful doctrine  to  propound,  and  one  which 
stigmatises  our  iitatesmen  very  unfairly. 
Even  I,  who  am  op)»osed  to  the  present 
Government,   do  not  think  so  badly  of 
them  as  to  imagine  that  they  would  do 
An    injustice    to    my    Province,     small 
as     it     is.       Although      we      have     at 
this    moment    a   representative   in   the 
Cabinet  I  do  not  consider  that  the  Cabi- 
net ougbt  to  be  a  representative    body, 
nor  that  every  Province  should  be  repre- 
sented according  to  its  population,  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  view  of  this  ques- 
tion taken  by  hon.  gentlemen  is  altogether 
a  mistaken  and  mischievous  one.     I  hold 
tiuit     any      Minister     who     from     his 
inadequate    sense    of    justice    to     the 
several     Provinces      fails     to     protect 
^ually  the  rights    of    all    is   unfit    to 
hold  a  «eat  in   the  Cabinet.     I  hold  fur- 
ther that  such  a  man  is  unfit  to  become  a 
useful  member  of  Parliament.     Holding 
these   views,  I  differ  entirely  from   the 
ion.  gentleman  who  moved  the  Address 
And     the    other    iion.    gentleman     who 
favored     us    with     similar     views     on 
this     side     of    the     Hous«.       I     wish 
that  the  sentiments  I  have  expressed  to- 
day  were   more  generally  held  in  this 
Hon,  Mr.  Haythorne. 


country,  because  if  it  were  so  I  think 
the  whole  of  our  public  men  and  our 
members  of  Parliament  wouW  be  greatly 
benefited  thereby.  Then  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  moved  the  Address  thought 
it  necessary  to  offer  an  apology  lest 
the  leader  of  the  Government  should  be 
supposed  to  have  been  encroaching  on 
the  rights  of  Divine  Providence.  I  think 
that  apology  is  entirely  unnecessary  and 
uncalled  for,  and  it  seems  to  me  in  making 
it  the  hon.  gentleman  forgot  the  FroncU 
proverb  which  is  to  the  efl*ect  that  he  who 
excuses  himself  accuses  himself,  qui  s'ex- 
cuse  s' accuse.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems 
to  have  forgotten  that  altogether.  No- 
body charged  the  Premier  in  this  House, 
and  nobody  could  have  done  so  because 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Trudel)  was  the 
mover  of  the  Address,  and  I  think  he 
might  very  "well  have  omitted  that  from 
his  speech  altogether,  without  any  injury 
to  the  effect  of  his  address. 

Hon.'  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  alluded  to 
facts  which  are  well  known  to  every- 
body in  our  Province.  This  was  stated 
repeatedly  in  the  newspapers,  and  recent- 
ly, so  that  I  alluded  to  a  fact  in  existence. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE—I  believe 
it  is  not  usual,  in  this  House,  to 
answer  charges  of  that  sort  that  may 
appear  in  newspapers,or  aro  made  •utside 
the  walls  of  this  Chamber.  However,  I 
am  quite  willing  to  aceept  the  hon.  gent- 
leman's explanation,  and,  as  I  said 
before,  I  hope  he  will  not  consider  me 
discourteous  in  referring  to  the  mat- 
ter. But,  as  the  hon  gentlej^an  pro- 
ceeded with  his  speech,  he  made 
use  of  an  expression  which,  I  m«st  say, 
rather  hurt  my  feelings  at  the  time,  be- 
ing ,  as  I  have  ever  been  since  I  have 
held  a  seat  in  this  House,  a  supporter  of 
the  late  Ad minis*^ ration,  and  I  think  the 
reflections  which  the  hon.  gentleman  cast 
upon  those  with  whom  I  co-operate  are 
luther  severe,  and  perhaps  uncalled  for. 
The  hon.  gentleman  likened  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Mackenzie's  Government  to  that 
of  the  unfaithful  servant  who  hid  his  tal- 
ent in  a  napkin  and  buried  it  in  the 
earth.  Now,  certainly,  the  hon.  Senator 
must  have  mistaken  the  relative  po- 
sitions anl  the  relative  policy  of  the 
rival  politicians  in  this  Dominion.  It 
seems  to  me  that  if  he  had  observed  the 
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<liffeienoe  between  tho  policy  which 
Mr.  Mackenzie  and  his  friends  ad- 
vocate and  the  policy  which  the 
present  Government  pursues,  it 
would  have  sufficiently  explained  the 
conduct  of  the  late  Administration  in 
not  taking  such  measures  as  are  now 
called  the  **  National  Policy."  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie a  i>olicy,  if  I  understand  it  aright, 
was  based  on  the  non-interference  prin- 
ciple. The  National  Policy,  as  1  under- 
stand it  is  based  on  what  is  known  as 
the  principle  of  jmternal  government. 
The  former  is  the  outcome  of  modem 
studies  in  the  art  of  political  economy  ; 
the  other  is  the  outcome  of  the  old  des- 
potisms of  Europe.  Let  us  compare  these 
two  systems  a  little.  The  system  by 
which  Mr.  Mackenzie  sought  to  govern 
the  country  was  to  draw  out  to  the  full 
the  energies  and  capacities  of  the 
l)eople,  and  not  to  interfere  in  any 
way  with  .the  investment  of  capital 
and  the  application  of  labor.  He 
thought,  and  I  believed  lightly — I  hope 
I  do  not  misrej)!  esent  the  opinions  of 
political  friends  and  I  think  I  do  not — 
that  the  people  should  have  every  op- 
portunity of  judging  and  thinking  for 
themselves  how  to  invest  capital  in  specu 
lations  which  their  experience  and 
knowledge  taught  them  would  be  success- 
ful and  remunerative,  in  a  way  that 
the  labor  which  they  would  employ 
would  be  self-sustaining  and  not  liable  to 
the  vicissitudes  which  we  have  seen  in 
the  United  States  often  attend  such 
investments.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
paternal  government  says  :  "  Go  and 
invest  your  money  in  cotton  mills,  build 
factories,  purchase  machinery  and  ma- 
terial, spin  and  weave.  We  will  see  that 
you  shall  not  be  open  to  the  comi>etition  of 
foreigners  against  you.  YoU  shall,  at  all 
events,  have  the  home  market  for  your- 
selves, and  if  we  cannot  give  you  abso- 
lute control  of  the  home  market,  we  will 
give  you  such  an  advance  upon  the  price 
at  which  foreign  goods  can  be  sold  us 
that  you  shall  have  renumerativo  returns 
for  your  industries,"  forgetting  all  the 
time  that  such  a  course  saddles  the  rest 
of  the  community  with  an  inci'ease  of 
prices  upon  the  products  of  the  protected 
industries.  I  suppose  it  is  because  the 
custom  house  intervenes  between  the 
eonsumer  and  producer  that  it  is 
not  perceived  that  a  protected  industry 
Ho)U  Mr,  Ilayihorne, 


must  bo  supported  from  the 
resouixjes  of  the  general  public.  But,  if 
it  were  so,  that  evei*y  protecled  citizen 
had  to  go  once  a  week  to  some  other 
citizen,  whose  industry  was  unprotected — 
say  to  some  industrous  blacksmith,  for 
instance,  or  to  a  farmer  who  rose  at  day- 
light and  worked  until  dark,  and  earned 
a  living  for  himself  and  familj',  and  some- 
thing more — I  say,  if  the  protected  citizen 
went  to  one  of  these  peraons  and  said, 
"  Give  me  of  your  sup[ilies,  you  have 
more  than  you  want,  my  industry  is  less 
productive  than  yours,"  that  would  be 
at  once  set  down  as  abominable  tyranny, 
and  an  anomalv,  in  our  time,  quite  im- 
possible. But,  when  the  same  process  is 
carried  out  through  the  agency  of  the  cus- 
tom hou.se,  nobody  seems  to  see  the 
absurdity  and  injustice  of  it. 
In  looking  into  the  subject,  I  was  led  to 
turn  to  "  Mills*  Political  Economy,'^ 
where  I  found  a  remarkable  description 
of  what  paternal  government  was  under 
the  old  kings  of  France,  more  than  150 
years  ago — pretty  nearly  two  centuries 
ago.  Mr.  Mills  quotes  a  French  writer, 
Mr.  Dunoyer,  to  this  effect : — 

«  TheJState  exercised  over  manflifacturers  tJie 
most  unlimited  arbitrary  jurisdiction .  It  dis- 
posed without  Bcrtiple  of  'the  resources  of 
manufacturers.  It  decided  who  should  be 
allowed  to  work,  what  things  they  should  be 
permitted  to  make,  what  materials  should 
be  employed,  what  processes  followed,  what 
forms  given  to  construction. 

"  A  decree  ot  March  30,  1700,  limits  to  18 
towns  the  number  of  places  where  stockings 
might  be  woven.  Another  decree  enjoins  the 
Kouen  manufiicturers  of  Bouen  to  Euspend 
their  works  from  the  1st  of  July  to  the  15th 
of  September,  to  facilitate  the  harvest. 

^*  Louis  the  XIV,  when  constructing  the 
Colonade  of  the  Louvre,  forbade  all  private 
persons  to  employ  workmen  without  his  per- 
mission, under  a  penalty  of  10,000  livres  ;  and 
forbade  workmen  to  work  for  private  persons 
on  pain  of  imprisonment,  and  for  second 
offence^  so  called,  the  galleys.  Such  wa» 
*  paternal  (government '  in  France." 

Such  was  paternal  government  in  France. 
If  it  were  not  that  I  am  unwilling  to  de- 
tain tho  House  unnecessarily,  I  could 
give  more  striking  illustrations  than 
those  in  the  passage  I  have  read.  I  do  not 
assert  that  the  advocates  of  the  National 
Policy  wish  to  imitate  the  paternal  Gov- 
ernment of  old  France ;  but  when  you 
once  begin  protecting  native  industries,, 
I  say  you  never  know  where  you  can 
stop.      The  experience    of    the   Unitedi 
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States  shows  iia  to  what  extent  the 
manufacturing  industries  can  be  protect- 
ed, and  we  know  pretty  well  what  the 
results  of  such  a  policy  have  been  in  that 
ccmntry.  It  used  to  I'esult  in  the  pro- 
duction of  large  stocks  which  could  not 
be  sold  in  that  country,  and  which  were 
brought  to  the  Dominion  aud  sold  here 
at  a  sacrifice.  We  call  it  slaughtering.  But 
when  the  surplus  stocks  and  proceeds  of 
bankrupt  sales  were  taken  from  the 
United  States  and  sold  in  Canada  for  less 
than  it  eost  to  produce  them  it  was 
called  by  quite  a  diifei-ent  name,  it  was 
then  **  suecessfal  competition."  I  am 
well  awaie  that  those  •  protected  in- 
dustries ai'e  very  much  liked  by  Govern- 
ments and  it  is  not  unnatural  that  it 
should  be  so,  because  they  give  Govern- 
ments much  of  influence  ;  Governments 
are  fond  of  them  and  the  protected 
industries  are  fond  of  Governments.  They 
know  very  well  they  are  dependent  upon 
each  other.  A  Government  which  ])ro- 
tects  such  industries  in  the  Dominion 
is  likely  to  be  followed  to  the  polls  by 
ithose  interests,  therefore  it  is  no  wonder 
that  they  try  to  increase  the  number 
of  them ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
tho  greater  their  number,  the  greater 
&nl  to  the  consumers.  I  am  by 
.no  means  opposad  to  the  establish- 
ment of  manufacturing  industries  in  the 
country.  I  merely  say  thai  they  should 
be  let  alone.  They  should  not  be  pro- 
tected in  the  way  the  National -Policy  is 
•supposed  to  protect  every  manufacturing 
industry  here,  instead  of  allowing  them 
to  stand  or  fall  on  their  merits.  We 
may  oe  pretty  sure  of  this,  that  no  in- 
dustry will  be  undertaken  without  a 
prospect  of  success,  and  those  who  em- 
Imrk  in  such  enterprises  will  exercise 
much  discretion  before  doing  so  that  the 
chances  of  failure  will  be  still  less. 
Your  protected  industries  remind  me 
very  much  of  what  I  have  seen  on  our 
Parliament  grounds  here.  Every  hon. 
gentleman  may  see  a  building  of  glass 
heated  by  steam  in  which  the  plants  of 
fthe  tropics  are  growing  and  flourishing ; 
in  which  plants  that  cannot  endure  the 
native  air  of  Canada  display  great 
|>erfection.  Those  ])lants  are,  some  of 
them  at  least,  brought  out  into  the  lawns 
and  flower  borders  connected  with  our 
>;ronnd3  every  summer,  but  you  have  to 
(take  the  precaution  on  the  appro.ich  of 
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winter  to  move  them  back  to  the  green- 
house. Just  so  with  the  protected  in- 
dustries. They  will  live  so  long  as  they 
are  protected  by  the  warmth  of  the  Tilley 
taiiff. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— They  will  have 
a  long  life. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— There  is  a 
clause  in  the  Address  I  certainly  do  feel 
deeply  interested  in,  in  which  I  feel  a  per- 
sonal and  national  interest.  In  the  case 
of  the  suffering  Irish,  it  is  not  necessary 
that  we  should  enquire  into  the  cause  of 
«  the  distress,  nor  are  we  called  upon  to 
seek  for  it  a  remedy.  It  is  enough  for 
us  to  know  that  a  large  portion 
of  our  Iiish  fellow-subjects  are 
suffering  from  want  of  food,  and 
as  we  have  here  in  Canada  an  abun- 
d-ince  of  food,  and  as  our  ci'edit  is  good, 
it  is  clearly  our  duty  to  come  to  the  i*es- 
cue  of  these  sufferera.  I  do  not  know 
what  course  the  Government  intend  to 
pursue  in  this  matter,  but  I  will  remind 
them  of  the  ancient  proverb,  that  he  gives 
twice  who  gives  quickly.  It  is,  perhaps, 
quite  unnecessary  for  me  to  say  anything 
of  that  question  ;  but  at  all  events  there 
can  be  no  harm  in  mentioning  it,  and  I 
have  no  doubc  that  the  membera  of  the 
Government  will  take  it  in  good  part. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Notice  of  a  resolution  has  been  given 
already  in  another  place. 

Hon.  Mb.  HAYTHORNE— Then 
there  is  the  paragraph  in  the  Address 
relating  to  the  "tenant  farmers"  and 
prepai'ations  for  settlers.  I  think  the  peo- 
ple of  Manitoba  will  congratulate  them- 
selves on  the  acquisition  of  settlers  from 
the  older  Provinces ;  but  I  am  not  quite 
so  sure  that  the  older  Provinces  have 
reason  to  congratulate  themselves  on  the 
loss  of  those  settlers.  It  seems  to  me 
not  to  be  an  evidence  of  prosperity  when 
you  find  settlers  leaving  their  old  farms 
to  settle  in  the  West,  although  I  have  no 
doubt  that  they  who  make  the  change 
will  be  exceedingly  successful  and  will 
not  ultimately  regret  it.  There  is  a  pas- 
sage in  the  paragraph  relating  to  certain 
tenant  fai*mers.  It  seems  to  me  to  be 
somewhat  obscure.  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment might  introduce  some  slight  change 
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ia  tha  clause  which  would  elucidate  its 
meaning  a  little.  We  in  this  House  know 
who  those  tenant  farmers  are,  and 
what  their  object  was ;  but  it 
does  not  follow  that  ^all  readers  of 
the  Speech  and  the  Address  will  be 
equally  familiar  with  the  ^circumstances  ; 
and,  as  I  take  it  that  the  Speeches 
from  the  Throne,  and  the  answers 
to  them,  are  to  become  historical  docu- 
ments, I  think  it  is  essential  that  they 
should  be  particularly  clear  in  phraseo- 
logy. Some  person, not  acquainted  with 
Canada^  some  historian,  perhaps,  years 
hence,  when  this  building,  now  fresh 
from  the  masons'  hands,  may  have  become 
grey  wiih  age,  may  be  hunting  through 
our  records  for  facts  relating  to  £he  early 
years  of  the  Dominion,  and  if  he  finds 
this  term,  tenant  farmers,  used  here,  he 
will  say:  "  Is  it  possible  that  there  were 
tenant  farmers  in  Canada  in  1880,"  at  a 
time  when  he  supposes  that  it  was 
peopled  with  freeholders.  Mistakes 
might  arise  among  ourselves  in  connec- 
tion with  this  Speech,  and  we  might  be 
puzzled  to  account  for  the  term  used  in 
this  paragraph.  However,  that  is  a  matter 
of  comparative  unimportance.  The  pre- 
paration for  the  settlers  is  another  matter 
whicli  is  of  some  importance.  It  seems 
to  me  that  passage  has  hardly  attracted 
so  much  notice  in  this  Chamber  as  might 
be  expected.  I  believe  that  the  Govern- 
ment surveys  in  Manitoba  and  -the 
North- West  are  in  a  state  of  forward- 
ness, judging  from  the  maps  furnished 
to  members  of  this  House,  and  I  imagine 
that  very  little  mors  is  required  to  be 
done  in  that  direction.  But  a  great  deal 
is  required  to  make  adequate  prepara- 
tions for  settlers  coming  from  the 
old  countries  and  accustomed  to  all  the 
conveniences  of  civilization.  I  think 
those  who  have  read  in  the  London 
Times,  as  most  of  us  have,  the  vivid  de- 
scription of  Minnesota,  of  the  high  pitch 
of  civilization  which  the  towns  and 
that  State  have  reached,  must  recognise 
in  it  an  indication  of  the  rapid  march  of 
civilization,  which  may  be  anticipated 
in  our  North-West.  I  have  read  de- 
scriptions by  the  con*espondent  of  the 
Times  of  educational  and  private  estab- 
lishment in  that  new  State  on  a  re- 
markably liberal  scale,  and  it  has  seemed 
to  me  that  the  Government  should  take 
early  steps  to  provide  educational  estab- 
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lishments  for  our  North-West,  which 
would  prevent  the  separation  of  children 
from  their  parents,  and  hold  out  induce- 
ments to  settlers  to  go  and  cast  their 
lot  in  our  new  territories.  It  is 
a  matter,  in  my  judgment,  of  tlie 
greatest  importance  that  the  earliest 
possible  steps  should  be  taken  to  estab- 
lish first-class  educational  facilities  in  the 
North- West,  because  our  youth  in  that 
part  of  Canada  will  have  to  compete  with 
the  active  minds  who  are  training  up  in 
the  State  south  of  the  boundary  line,  and 
who  are  educated  in  establishments  of 
the  very  highest  character.  If  we  want 
^ur  people  to  'hold  their  own  in  the 
futui*e  with  the  American  youth  of  the 
same  age,  we  must,  without  delay,  give 
them  the  same  opportunities  for  firs^t- 
class  education  at  home.  In  Manitoba, 
I  believe,  the  education  of  the  youth  lies^ 
with  the  Local  Government,  but  I 
believe  it  is  not  so  in  the  North-West, and 
that  the  education  of  the  people  there 
rests  with  the  Dominion  Government. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL^ 
There  is  no  provision  to  the  contrary. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— At  all 
events  no  time  should  be  lost  to  draw 
public  attention  to  it.  The  so-called 
missing  link  was  referred  to,  and  I  wish 
to  offer  a  few  remarks  upon  it,  because 
I  have  served  upon  several  Committees 
of  this  House  ia  which  the  subject  of 
railway  from  Lake  Superior  to  the 
North-West  was  very  closely  investigated. 
I  must  say  I  think  it  is  unjust  to  cast 
reflections  upon  the  late  Government  foi 
not  accomplishing  all  that  could  be 
hoped  or  expected  from  them.  Those 
who  are  disposed  to  criticise  their 
conduct  unfairly  should  remeijnber 
the  state  of  aftairs  when  they 
took  office  —  should  remember  how 
very  little  was  known  of  this  re- 
gion which  has  since  been  penetrated  Wy 
so  many  surveyors  and  explorers.  At 
that  time  our  knowledge  of  that  country 
was  confined  to  the  Dawson  route.  Mr. 
Dawson  is  a  gentleman  for  whose  attain- 
ments I  have  the  very  highest  respect 
and  who,  I  believe,  is  perfectly  sincere  in 
his  belief  that  the  best  line  lies  in  a 
different  direction  from  that  which  the 
Government  finally  selected.  At  tho^ 
time   Mr.     Mackenzie    took    office    the^ 


Digitized  by 


Google 


The 


[February  18,  1880.] 


Address. 


65 


materials  at  their  disposal  were  very 
much  in  8upiK)rt  of  Mr.  Dawson's  ideas. 
That  gentleman's  opinion — I  hope  I  do 
not  misrepresent  him — was  that  the  best 
line  to  i)enetrate  from  Lake  Superior  to 
Manitoba  was  by  Sturgeon  Palls,  and 
from  thence  through  the  Narrows  of 
Lake  of  the  Woods  to  Rat  Portage. 
That,  I  believe,  was  the  impression 
which  prevailed  when  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie took  office,  unless  I  am  greatly 
mistaken.  Their  first  contract  was  let  in 
the  direction  of  Sturgeon  Falls,  and  it 
was  not  until  by  subsequent  investigation 
the  route  by  the  Narrows  was  found  to 
be  impracticable  that  it  was  abandoned, 
a  poition  of  the  contract  rescinded, 
and  the  line  deflected  in  a  northerly  dir- 
ection. I  cannot  hold  the  late  Govern- 
ment responsible  for  those  changes.  They 
believed,  and  I  suppose  if  Sir  John  A.. 
Macdonald's  Government  had  remained 
in  power  they  would  have  been  under  the 
the  same  impression,  guided  by  the 
advice  at  their  disposal  that  that 
was  the  proper  route.  It  was  known 
to  be  a  very  difficult  country  for 
railway  construction,  and  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country  were  not  at  that 
time  encoui-aging.  Mr.  Mackenzie  and 
his  colleague  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Finance  were  both,  I  believe,  under  the 
impression  that  the  depression  which  was 
then  at  its  deepest,  would  continue 
perhaps  for  ^ve  years.  I  believe  that 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright  had  expressed 
an  opinion  to  that  effect  and  it  appears 
that  he  was  not  far  wrong  in  forming 
that  estimate.  At  the  time  that  these 
operations  were  in  progress  the  depres- 
sion was  at  its  deepest,  and  no  one  could 
undertake  to  say  how  long  it  might  en- 
dure, and  how  much  deeper  it  might  go ; 
but  times  have  somewhat  improved  since, 
and  accordingly  we  find  that  taking 
advantage  of  the  improvement,  Mr. 
Mackenzie's  Government  advertised  for 
tenders  for  that  part  of  the  line  now 
called  the  missing  link.  They  only  ex- 
ercised ordinary  prudence  in  not  going 
beyond  their  depth.  It  was  desirable 
that  the  road  should  be  built,  but  one 
thing  was  more  essential — ^the  safety  of 
the  State  of  which  they  were  the  guar- 
dians. I  have  but  little  to  say  of  the 
Fraser  River  ronte,  except  this,  that  the 
present  Government  having  selected  that 
route  on  the  same  line  which  Mr.  Mac- 
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kenzie  had  chosen  gives  me  confidence, 
at  all  events,  that  in  this  particular  the 
best  route  has  been  selected.  If  we  find 
two  Governments  coinciding  on  an  im- 
portant question  of  this  sort,  we  may 
safely  i  conclude  that  after  all  those  years 
of  delay — and  I  do  not  think  they  were 
unprofitably  spent  if  they  have  resulted, 
as  I  believe  they  have,  in  obtaining  for 
US  the  best  and  most  eligible  route — the 
time  and  monay  .have  not,  in  my 
judgment,  been  wasted.  One  para- 
grajih  relates  to  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  and  I  feel  bound  to  express  my 
regret  that  the  subject  was  mentioned  in 
this  Speech  at  all.  A  strange  comment- 
ary on  this  paragraph  in  the  Address, 
has  been  supplied  u|X)n  by  the  working 
of  that  line  during  the  past  fortnight.  I 
believe  that  if  every  hon.  gentleman  in 
this  House,  who  ccu»es  from  the  Mari- 
time Provinces  were  to  give  us  the 
benefit  of  his  experience  of  his 
journey  up  to  Ottawa  he  would 
say  that  it  had  been  attended 
with  some  disaster  or  delay.  That  is  a 
strange  commentary  on  the  statement 
that  the  Intercolonial  Railway  has  been 
managed  with  gi'eater  economy  without 
impairing  its  efficiency.  I  believe  in 
economy  where  it  can  be  effected  judi- 
ciously, but  there  is  one  general  principle 
which  should  guide  the  managers  of  all 
railways,  and  especially  Government 
lines,  and  that  principle  is,  first  and  fore- 
most, the  safety  of  passengers  and  of  the 
traffic  committed  to  their  charge.  I 
would  only  just  suggest  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  consider  the  matter  in  this  light. 
Should  a  few  accidents  such  as  those 
which  have  unfortunately  happened  dur- 
ing the  past  fortnight  or  three  weeka 
provo  fatal  and  cause  large  destruction 
of  life  and  property,  the  result  must  be 
that  public  confidence  in  the  railway 
would  be  shaken.  What  greater  damage 
could  be  done  than  to  drive  the  freight 
and  passenger  traffic  from  the  Intercol- 
onial to  some  other  line  1  It  was  our 
boast,  a  year  ago,  that  the  Intercol- 
onial Railway  was  one  of  the  safest  and 
best  in  North  America.  I  do  not  wish 
to  make  a  party  question  of  this, 
but  I  do  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  persevere  in  trying 
to  save  a  few  tfhousand  dollars 
by  running  car-wheels  after  they  should 
be   condemned,  and  incurring  risks   of 
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costly  and,  perhaps,  fatal,  accidents  upon 
the  line. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
feel  obliged  to  deny  that  assertion.  Therc^ 
jnay  Iiave  been  some  accidents,  and  in 
another  place  a  return  of  such  accidents 
has  been  asked  for.  When  that  return 
comes  down  I  believe  it  will  show  Uiat 
they  have  not  occurred  froin  any  false 
•economy  or  from  using  car-wheels  after 
they  should  have  been  condemned  as 
unsafe. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  — The 
natural  inference  when  a  car- wheel  breaks 
is  that  it  should  have  been  taken  off. 


Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS- 
thcm  all  off  ? 


-You  would  take 


Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Then  we 
should  have  to  travel  by  balloon.  The 
Indian  policy  is  also  referred  to.  Canada 
has  been,  not  improperly,  proud  of  her 
'  Indian  policy  in  the  past.  I  see,  with 
great  pleasure,  that  tiie  €U>vernment 
have  ta^en  hold  of  this  question  in  a 
serious  spirit,  with  the  determination 
that  the  Indian  policy  of  the  country 
shall  not  suffer  at  their  hands.  I  would 
just  point  out  the  fact  that  Indian  affairs 
are  now  at  an  important  crisis  in  the 
North- West.  The  food  of  the  tribes, 
it  appears,  has  been  cut  off.  The  buf- 
falo no  longer  exists  in  sufficient  quan- 
tities to  feed  them,  and  they  are  in  a 
starving  condition.  To  leave  them  to 
their  own  resources,  and  thus  compel  them, 
perhaps,  to  deeds  of  violence  to  keep 
themselves  and  their  families  from  starv- 
ing would  be  a  most  fatal  error.  Up  to 
the  present  time  our  Indians  hare  been, 
on  the  whole,  well  conducted  and 
peaceable,  but  if  they  are  obliged  to  save 
their  lives  by  committing  acts  of  violence 
they  will  become  as  difficult  and  as  costly 
to  manage  as  the  Indians  of  the  United 
States.  There  is  no  reasoning  with 
starving  men,  and  particularly  with 
starving  Indians,  and,  therefore,  I  think 
it  would  be  best  for  the  Government  to 
provide  those  people  with  such  supplies 
as  their  temporary  wants  require,  and  at 
the  same  time  induce  them  to  resort  to 
agriculture  to  maintain  themselves  and  to 
abandon  their  old  nomadic  habits.  I 
wish  to  say,  in  concluding  my  remarks, 
/Jon,  Mr.  Ilaytlwrne. 


that  1,  for  one,  am  not  at  all  disposed  to 
despair  of  the  future  of  this  Dominion. 
I  have  the  firmest  confidence  in  its 
future,  provided  always  that  as  I  am  sure 
it  will  be,  it  is  governed  on  principles  of 
equity  and  justice.  As  to  whether  it  is 
well  governed  or  not  there  are  differences 
of  opinion.  I  believe  that  the  protective 
policy  of  the  Government  is  not  the 
wisest  or  best,  but,  for  all  that,  if  the 
country  were  governed  on  principles 
even  more  unsound  than  those  which 
foi-m  th3  basis  of  the  National  Policy,  I 
should  still  feel  confidence  in  its  future. 
The  fertile  lands  of  our  country,  our  vast 
forests,  our  shipping,  our  various  indus- 
tries and  the  indomitable  energy  of  our 
people  are  such  that  we  need  not  despair 
of  success.  One  or  two  things  we  have 
to  avoid ;  one.  is  the  principle  of  Com- 
munism, and  the  other  is  that  idea  that 
greater  liberty  and  better  institutions 
prevail  over  the  border  than  here  ;  that 
everything  in  Canada  is  in  a  state  of 
permanent  stagnation,  for  which  the 
only  remedy  is  annexation  to  the  United 
States.  I  do  not  believe  in  any  suck 
doctrine.  I  believe  that  we  enjoy  one  of 
the  best  and  freest  Governments  that 
exist  under  the  sun ;  and  I  beKeve  that 
in  ten  years'  time,  if  we  only  proceed 
with  our  undertakings  in  the  North- West 
and  fill  up  that  great  region  with  pros- 
perous settlers,  and  supply  the  nations  of 
Europe  with  wheat  and  cattle,  our  pros- 
perity is  certain. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE— I  had 
not  the  smallest  intention  of  mingling  in 
this  debate,  and  I  should  not  do  so  now 
were  it  not  for  the  extraordinary  state- 
ments made  by  some  hon.  gentlemen 
from  the  Lower  Provinces,  referring 
to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  manage- 
ment. I  have  had  as  good  an  opportunity 
of  knowing  how  that  railway  is  managed 
as  any  member  of  this  Legislature,  and  I 
do  not  believe  that  it  is  mismanaged. 
Now,  it  is  true  that  within  the  last  few 
weeks  some  small  accidents  and  delays 
have  occurred  on  that  road,  but  it  is  also 
true  that  these  accidents  and  the  destruc- 
tion of  property  are  nothing  to  be  com- 
pared in  extent  or  number  to  those  which 
took  place  under  the  able  management  of 
Mr.  Biydges.  The  Intercolonial  was  no 
doubt  put  in  a  very  efficient  state  by  that 
gentleman,  by  a  very  lavish  expenditure 
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of  money,  and  it  was  the  general  opinion 
of  the  country  that  the  expense  could 
not  be  continued  ;  that  if  we  had  to  work 
the  road  at  a  loss  of  two  or  three  hundred 
thousand  dollai-s  a  year,  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  maintain  it  at  all 
as  a  public  work.  Now,  while 
I  believe  that  the  expenses  on  that 
work  have  been  largely  reduced,  I  do  not 
pi-etend  to  say  that  in  some  instances, 
perhaps,  the  Minister  of  Kail  ways,  in  his 
desii'e  for  economy,  way  not  have  cut 
down  expanses,  and  probably  dismissed 
some  employes  where  perhaps  they  might 
have  been  useful,  but  that  its  efficiency 
has  not  been  at  all  destroyed  is  plain 
from  the  work  it  is  doing.  I  do  not  want 
to  trouble  the  House  with  statistics,  but 
it  is  well  known  that  the  work  on  that 
road  has  very  largely  increased,  that  the 
amount  of  traffic  and  travel  over  it 
during  the  last  few  months  far  exceeds 
that  of  any  other  period.  Within  the 
•last  three  or  four  months,  when,  accord- 
ing to  some  gentlemen,  the  road  was  im< 
passable,  the  increase  of  freight  and 
passenger  traffic  has  been  such  as  to 
astonish  everybody.  I  think  it  is 
most  unwise  and  unjust  to  endeavor 
to  destroy  public  confidence  in  such  a 
work ;  we  ought  all  to  feel  that  it  is 
necessary  to  encourage  travel  by  that  line. 
I  am  sure  that  the  Minister  of  Railways, 
who  expressed  in  another  place  kis  delight 
'when  a  member  moved  for  a  return  of 
the  aocidents  upon  the  line,  will  be  able 
to  shew  not  only  that  the  earnings  have 
increased  but  also  that  the  efficiency  of 
the  road  has  not  been  in  any  degree  im- 
paired. Accidents  occur  upon  all  lines 
occasionally.  I  noticed  in  a  late  paper 
to-day  an  account  of  an  accident,  attend- 
ed by  Lirge  loss  of  life,  on  one  of  the  best 
managed  railways  on  the  continent.  On 
the  Intercolonial  there  has  been  no  such 
casualty,  attended  with  any  large  loss  of 
life.  Some  persons  have  been  injured, 
but  probably  through  their  own  careless- 
ness. There  is,  probably,  no  line  of 
equal  length  on  the  continent,  which  has 
been  so  long  running,  on  which  fewer 
acoidents  have  occurred,  and  none  where 
the  loss  of  life  and  property  has  been  so 
small.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  manage- 
ment of  the  road  under  the  Minister  of 
Railways  will  compare  favorably  with  its 
management  by  Mr.Brydges,when  the  ex- 
penditure was  from  two  to  three  hundred 
Eon,  Mr.  Macfarlane. 


thousand  dollars  greater  than  it  was  last 
year.  I  had  not  intended  to  address  the 
House,  and  I  have  only  done  so  now  in 
justice  to  a  work  in  which  we  ought  all 
to  feel  a  deep  interest. 

Hon.  Mr.  LEWIN — I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  paragraph  expressing 
thankfulness  for  the  returning  prosperity^ 
of  the  country.  Coming  from  New 
Brunswick,  as  I  do,  and  having  a  general 
knowledge  of  the  mercantile  affairs  of 
that  Province,  and  more  especially  of  the 
city  of  St.  John,  I  regret  to  say  that  I 
fail  to  see  any  evidence  of  returning 
prosperity.  The  number  and  amount  of 
faUures  which  took  place  in  New  Bruns- 
wick last  year  exceeded  the  insolvencies  of 
any  pi'evious  year.  Some  of  the  oldest 
houses  which  had  been  in  business  be- 
tween sixty  and  seventy  years,  failed,  in 
addition  to  a  number  of  smaller  houses. 
If  you  look  at  the  manufacturing  in- 
dustries you  will  find  that  a  very  large 
number  of  workmen  amd  operatives  have 
been  discharged  from  the  foundries  and 
factories,  and  these  persons  have  had  to 
leave  the  Province  to  seek  employment 
abroad.  The  large  Coldbrook  rolling 
mills  and  nail  factory  have  been  shut  uf) 
and  many  mechanics  who  formerly  lived 
in  that  neighborhood  and  worked  in  those 
establishments  have  gone  to  the  United 
States  for  employment!  These  are  not 
evidences  of  returning  prosperity.  Take 
the  emigration  returns  ;  it  is  very 
difficult  to  find  the  number  of  persons 
who  left  the  place,  but  the  International 
line  of  steamers  alone  carried  away  be- 
tween ^YQ  and  six  thousand  of  our 
people.  How  many  left  by  the  railways 
and  by  schooners  and  small  vessels,  it  is 
e   to  say.     On   the    whole,    I 


think  we  lost  fully  ten  thousand  persons 
by  emigration  to  the  United  States 
during  last  year.  Since  1844, 1  do  not 
know  any  period  that  has  been  so  disas- 
trous as  the  past  twelve  months.  The 
distress  has  not  been  confined  to  the 
manufacturing  and  mercantile  classes, 
but  affects  all  alike.  Men  who  had  re- 
tired from  business  to  live  upon  their 
incomes  from  property  and  stocks  have 
suffered  severely  by  the  depreciation  in 
the  value  of  their  investments.  I  have 
not  heard,  during  the  past  year,  any  man 
speak  of  prosperity  or  anything  of  the 
kind.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
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National  Policy  has  caused  all  this,  but 
I  certainly  say  that  it  has  aggravated 
the  distress  and  is  creating  a  feeling  of 
irritation  in  the  minds  of  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  population  that  suffers 
from  its  eifects.  Next  to  the  lumber 
trade  the  shipping  interest  is  probably 
the  largest  in  our  Province.  Under  the 
new  tariflT  large  additional  duties  have 
been  imposed  upon  imported  articles  used 
in  shipbuilding.  One  of  our  largest  and 
most  intelligent  shipbuilders  estimates 
the  increase  at  a  little  in  excess  of  $1.30 
|)er  ton  ;  that  is  to  say  a  tax  of  $1,300 
is  imposed  upon  the  materials  which 
enter  into  the  construction  of  a  ship  of 
1,000  tons  burden.  There  is  a  drawback 
it  is  true,  but  for  a  long  time  it  was 
found  difficult  to  ascertain  what  it  was. 
At  last  it  was  fixed  at  50  cents  per  ton, 
or  $500  on  a  ship  for  which  $1,300  ad- 
ditional duties  had  been  paid.  Those  to 
whom  the  drawback  was  offered  declined 
to  take  it  and  the  matter  has  not  been 
settled  yet,  so  far  as  I  can  learn.  I 
regret  that  there  is  no  symptom  of  the 
returning  prosperity  mentioned  in  the 
Address.  The  hon.  gentleman  who 
moved  the  reply  to  the  Speech  gave  the 
Gk)vemment  credit  for  having  done 
something  ;  they  have  done  some^ing, 
but  it  is  a  question  whether  it  has  not 
been  of  a  mischievous  character.  Un- 
doubtedly it  has  been  injurious  to  the 
people  of  New  Brunswick  ;  it  has  in- 
creased their  burdens  without  giving 
them  anything  in  return.  A  short 
time  liefore  coming  to  Ottawa  I 
was  talking  to  a  manufacturer  of  rails, 
who  told  me  that  he  was  suffering  from 
the  duty  on  iron  and  coal.  As  to  giving 
him  any  protection,  he  said  that  he  had 
had  a  monopoly  of  the  business  in  the 
country  before.  No  foreign  industry 
could  compete  with  his  under  the  old 
tariff.  The  same  thing  applies  to  the 
foundries,  and,  so  far  as  New  Brunswick 
is  concerned,  the  depression  in  the  Pro- 
vince has  been  increased  by  the  tariff. 
There  are  other  matters  in  the  Address 
to  which  I  should  like  to  refer,  but  they 
have  already  been  dealt  with  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  (M  r.  Haythome)  in  his  admirable 
speech.  New  Brunswick  is  in  a  deplor- 
able state  of  depression,  and  without  the 
slightest  prospect  of  relief.  Our  lumber 
trstde  alone  has  shewn  any  improvement, 
Hon,  Mr,  Leioin, 


but  that  is  duo  to  a  slight  advance  in  the^ 
price  of  deals,  and  only  those  who  held 
them  were  able  to  take  advantage  of  it. 
The  Province  is  suffering,  and  the  feel- 
ing is  one  of  great  dissatisfaction  with 
the  working  of  the  National  Policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  ARMAND  (in  French)— 
Before  entering  into  the  subject  under 
discussion,  I  desire  to  express  my  grati- 
tude to  Divine  Providence  for  preserving 
His  Exceliency  the  Governor-General 
and  Her  Royal  Highness  the  Princess 
Louise  from  death  in  the  accideat  of 
Saturday  last.  A  Conservative  in  prin- 
ciple, it  is  easy  for  me  to  assure  this  hon. 
House  that  1  am  happy  to  be  able  to 
concur,  without  qualification,  in  all  that 
is  contained  in  the  Address  in  reply  to 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  The  Gov- 
ernment certainly  deserve  to  be  con- 
gratulated on  the  choice  that  they  have 
made  of  the  hon.  Senator  for  Saugven 
(Mr.  Macpherson)  to  preside  over  our 
deliberations  in  this  Chamber.  That 
hon.  gentleman  understands  and  speaks 
very  well  the  two  official  languages  of 
the  country,  and  I  am  happy  to  express 
to  the  Government  my  recognition  of 
the  wisdom  ,  they  have  displayed  in 
making  such  a  selection.  Unhappily,  the 
sickness  with  which  he  has  been  smittea 
may,  for  a  long  time,  deprive  the  House 
of  his  services,  and  I  regret  that  the 
hopes  which  had  been  raised  among  those 
of  us  who  speak  the  French  language 
by  his  appointment,  should  have  been 
so  soon  dissipated.  I  also  congratulate 
the  Government  on  the  efforts  that  they 
have  made  to  convince  England  of  the 
advantage  which  it  would  be  to  Canada 
if  she  should  participate  in  the  benefits  of 
her  commercial  treaties  with  other  nations^ 
of  the  world.  We  would  then  have  no 
longer  any  cause  to  envy  our  neigh- 
bour on  the  other  side  of  the  forty-fifth 
parallel.  Having  congratulated  the  Gov- 
ernment as  far  as  I  possibly  could  on  aU 
matters  in  which  they  are  entitled  to 
credit,  I  regret  that  my  duty  towards  my 
Province  forces  me  to  reproa^  them  with 
having  violated  the  usage,  custom  and,  I 
may'  add,  the  constitutional  practice  of 
giving  to  each  House  a  Minister  speaking 
the  Fremeh  laaguage.  To  tell  the  whole 
truth,  I  must  admit  that  the  Governmemt 
is  possibly  not  as  culpable  in  this  matter 
as  a  certain  number  of  young  men  of  our 
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Province  who  are  blinded  by  ambition  to 
the  point  of  forgetting  what  they  owe  to 
their  nationality  in  their  desire  to  secure 
their  own  advancement.     Why  do  the 
representatives  of  Quebec  in  the  Cabinet 
not  iHiitate  the  conduct  of  their  illus- 
trious predecessors,  the  Lafontaines,  the 
Papineaus,  the  Tach^s,  and  the  Cartiers  ? 
When     the    new    constitution    of   the 
united  Provinces  of  Upper  and  Lower 
Canada   was    adopted,   Mr.    Lafontaine 
made  an  unconditional  amnesty  to  all  his 
compatriots  in  exile  a  tine  qua  no7i  con- 
dition of  his  accepting  a  position  in  the 
Government     Mr.  D.  B.  Papineau  only 
consented  to  enter  the  Administration  on 
condition    that    the     Grovernor    should 
restore  the  use  of  the  French  language, 
which  he  had  proscribed.     But  why  need 
I  go  so  far  into  the  past  to  cite  examples 
and  to  find  models  for  our  young  Minis- 
ters of  the  day  to  imitate?     What  did 
the  Tach63  and  the  Cartiers  reply  to  us, 
when  we,  their  devoted  supporters,  spoke 
to  them  of  our  fears  and  apprehensions  at 
the  thought  of  projected   constitutional 
changes  1     "  Calm  your  fears,"  said  they, 
"  have    confidence  in    the    loyalty  and 
liberality  of  our  fellow-citizens  of  Eng- 
lish, Scotch  and  Irish  origin.      Do  you 
think  that  we  would  remain  one  moment 
in  a  €k)vernment  which   would  endan- 
ger  our   rights  and  privileges?"      Last 
year      in      this     House     we     received 
aasorances     from     a     number     of    our 
colleagues   in  this  Chamber  whose   lib- 
erality inspired   Sir  Etienne   P.    Tach6 
and    Sir  Greorge  E.    Cartier  with  such 
confidence.     A  number  of  our  hon.  col- 
leagues have  already  pronounced   their 
views  upon    this   subjeat  and  have  not 
hesitated  to  declare  tha't  our  claims  with 
respect    to    the    French    language   are 
rational.     It  is  true  that  some,  as  for  in- 
stance the    kon.    Senator  from    Prince 
Edward  Island  (Mr.   Haythome),   who 
preceded  me,  wish  to  establish  a  new 
system,  and   take  Ministers  indiscrimi- 
nately from  any  part  of  the  Dominion  ; 
but   not    only    the  precedents  of    Par- 
liament,    but     also     the     interest     of 
the   smaller  Provinces  will   be  opposed 
to  it   always.      Hoping  for  better  days 
for  the  French  language  in  the  Senate, 
I    feel    that   I  should  end  my  speech 
^th    a    protest   against  the    order    of 
things  inaugurated  by  the  present  Gov- 
ernment. 

Mim.  Air.  Armand. 


Hon.  Mr.  W ARK— Although  this 
debate  has  been  extended  to  so  great  a 
length,  yet  so  little  time  has  been  taken 
up  by  members  from  the  Province  of 
New  Brunswick,  I  hope  I  shall  not  be 
trespassing  on  the  time  of  the  House  if 
I  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject  under 
discussion.  I  do  not  intend  to  enter 
upon  a  criticism  of  the  several  clauses  of 
this  Address,  as  they  have  been  very 
fully  ventilated.  Questions  have  arisen 
in  the  controversy  which  I  do  not  care  to 
enter  upon  at  present,  but  I  would  not 
be  doing  my  duty  to  the  Province  of 
New  Brunswick  if  I  did  not  rise  in  my 
place  and  corroborate  every  word  that 
has  been  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for 
St.  John,  when  he  says  there  is  no 
appearance  in  New  Brunswick  of  a  re- 
turn of  prosperity.  He  has  stated  to  yoit 
the  misfortune,  almost,  that  has  over- 
taken the  Province ;  he  h«s  told  you 
that  an  immense  number  of  the  popula- 
tion has  been  leaving  our  shores.  I 
have  been  informed  myself  that,  out 
of  twenty-one  saw  mills,  that  had 
usually  been  engaged  in  manufacturing 
lumber  in  and  around  the  St.  John 
Harbor,  only  five  were  in  operation 
last  year.  Is  it  any  wonder  that  the 
people  have  become  disheartened  and 
seek  employment  in  another  country  1  I 
have  heard  of  one  of  these  mill  owners  who 
usually  employed  70  men,  b«t  last  sum- 
mer, having  no  employment  for  them, 
they  every  one  left  the  country  with 
their  families.  There  is  a  saw  mill  in  my 
own  neighborhood  and  it  only  worked  a 
few  weeks  last  season.  I  am  told  that 
the  agents  of  the  International  Steam- 
ship Company  reported  in  the  first  of 
October  to  the  American  Consul  that 
4,500  persons  had  left  St.  John  ;  three 
months  ot  the  year  has  since  then  ex- 
pired, and,  I  dare  say  my  hon.  friend  is 
quite  correct  when  he  says  that  6,000 
people  left  St.  John  alone  during  the 
past  twelve  months.  We  see  young 
people  leaving  New  Brunswick  from  all 
parts  ;  parties  of  them  are  formed  for  the 
purpose  of  leaving  in  a  body,  and,  con- 
sequently, we  can  shew  no  appear- 
ance of  a  return  of  prosperity,  with 
the  exception  of  a  little  stir  that 
took  place  in  the  lumber  market  in 
England,  which  held  out  some  hopes - 
that  employment  would  be  obtained  in 
the  woods  in  getting  out  logs  with  the- 
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expectation  that  the  trade  would  be  bet- 
ter during  the  coming  seaaon.  Although 
a  large  number  of  people  have  left  the 
country,  there  are  still  a  great  many 
unemployed  remaining  at  home,  and  it  is 
amongst  those  who  are  unable  to  find 
means  to  leave  the  Province  that  we 
must  expect  to  see  a  great  amount  ot 
privation  and  misery.  That  would  not 
deter  me,  however,  fiom  supporting  the 
Government  in  their  proposition  to  do 
something  towards  the  alleviation  of  the 
distress  in  Ireland,  although  we  have 
a  gi'eat  deal  of  suffering  amongst  our- 
selves. The  speech  refers  to  the  immigra- 
tion into  the  North-West,  not  only  fi-om 
abroad  but  fi"om  the  other  Provinces.  It 
has  been  observed  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  (itfr.  Haythome), 
that  it  is  not  a  matter  that  the  different 
provinces  can  congratulate  themselves 
upon  that  their  YX)pulation  is  leaving, 
even  to  go  to  the  North- West  of  our  own 
Dominion,  but  I  believe  that  of  those  who 
have  Icfu  New  Brunswick,  not  one 
in  twenty  has  taken  that  direction. 
They  have  gone  to  seek  employment,  to 
seek  homes,  to  seek  food  for  their  families  > 
in  the  neighboring  Republic,  and  I  look 
upon  them  as  lost  to  the  Dominion.  The 
leader  of  the  Government  has  accused  the 
late  Administration  of  folding  their 
bands,  looking  on  and  doing  nothing  to 
remove  the  commercial  depression.  I  be- 
lieve if  the  present  Goverment  had  pur- 
sued a  similar  course,  the  state  of  things 
in  New  Bioiuswick  to-day  would  be  far 
better  then  they  are  now  under  the  in- 
creased taxation  and  lack  of  employment. 
With  regard  to  the  controversy  as  to  the 
Pacific  Railway,  my  i-ecollection  and  un- 
dei*standing  of  the  whole  matter  is  this : 
that  the  late  Government  determined  in 
make  use  of  what  they  called  the  water 
stretches  ;  that  they  had  been  acting  too 
much  on  the  reports  of  the  engineers  and 
surveyors  that  there  was  no  difficulty 
at  any  time  to  build  a  line  from  Stirrgeon 
Falls  to  Rat  Portage,  and,  in  the  mean- 
time, after  they  had  connected  Thunder 
Bay  with  Sturgeon  Falls,  there  would 
then  be  no  obstruction  from  the  ocean  to 
the  Lake  of  the  Woods  but  at  Fort 
Frances  Falbj.  On  overcoming  that 
difficulty  by  a  lock,  and  Reewatin  being 
connected  witli  Red  River  by  rail,  they 
would  have  uninteiTupted  com  muni- 
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oation  by  water  and  rail  the  whole 
distance  from  the  ocean  to  Red  River. 
That  was  the  intention  of  the  scheme, 
but  before  much  progress  was  made  on 
the  line  from  Thunder  Bay  to  Sturgeon 
Falls,  it  was  found  that  the  proposed 
route  fix>m  Sturgeon  Falls  to  Keewatin 
was  impracticable.  I  believe  the  Gov- 
ernment made  a  mistake  in  undertaking 
to  construct  the  Fort  Frances  Lock  untU 
they  were  assured  that  the  route  from 
Sturgeon  Falls  to  Rat  Portage  was 
practicable,  and  perhaps  they  made  a 
mistake  in  proceeding  with  the  work  on 
the  lock  after  they  found  that  the  con- 
necting link  could  not  be  built.  How- 
ever, it  was  reported  that  there  was  a 
large  quantity  of  lumber  in  the  district 
around  Rainy  Lake,  which  might  render 
the  lock  of  much  sei-vice.  I  do  not  blame 
the  present  Government  for  dropping  the 
work  there,  as  it  properly  bdlongs  to  the 
Province  of  Ontaiio,  and  no  doubt  the 
Government  of  this  Province  will  finish 
the  improvement  and  pay  something  to 
the  Dominion  for  what  has  been  spent  on 
it  already.  When  it  was  found  that  for 
the  reason  mentioned  the  water  stretches 
wei'e  impracticable,  the  Government 
thought  they  would  construct  the  con- 
necting link  of  the  railway.  I  have 
no  doubt  of  that.  They  advertised 
for  tendei-s,  and  it  would  have  been  folly 
for  them  to  have  set  men  to  work  on  that 
section  until  the  portion  between  Thun- 
der Bay  and  English  River  was  in  such 
a  condition  as  to  facilitate  the  transport- 
ing of  supplies  for  the  work.  With 
i-espect  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  it 
has  been  reported  that  a  large  number  of 
accidents  have  recently  taken  place. 
Some  say  they  are  merely  accidents,  but 
there  are  some  accidents  on  railways  that 
might  be  avoided.  It  is  not  sufficient 
that  the  wheels  may  be  made  of  the  best 
material,  or  that  they  are  tested  when 
they  are  put  on  the  road,  but  they  re- 
quire frequent  examinations.  When  the 
railway  track  becomes  uneven,  and  I  be- 
lieve the  road  bed  on  the  Intercolonial  is 
settling  in  places  and  heaving  in  others, 
on  account  of  the  severe  frost  and  heavy 
traffic,  there  is  all  the  more  necessity  foi 
careful  and  frequent  inspection  of  the 
wheels.  I  remember  travelling  once  {be- 
tween Glasgow  and  Liverpool,  two  hun- 
dred miles.  On  that  line  they  travelled 
at  double  the  rate  that  we  do  in  this 
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country,  and  yet  they  took  time  at  the 
half-way  station  to  test  every  wheel  of 
the  whole  train  by  tapping  them  with  a 
hammer,  in  order  to  detect  if  there  was 
the  least  flaw  in  them. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
That  is  done  on  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER— You  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  this  is  not  done  on  our 
railways.  I  have  always  found  it  done 
when  I  travelled  over  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  did  not  say 
they  did  not  do  it,  but  I  say  that  when, 
from  the  above  or  any  other  cause,  the 
state  of  the  road  seems  to  demand  it,  more 
frequent  examinations  may  be  necessary 
in  order  to  detect  cracked  wheels,  and 
fewer  accidents  would  occur.  We  are 
much  indebted  to  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Belleville  for  the  information  he  has 
given  to  the  House,  but  I  would  like  to 
know  what  vie^^  he  supposes  England 
will  take  of  the  extension  of  trade  from 
this  country.  England,  he  says,  wants  a 
very  large  quantity  of  nearly  everything 
that  we  can  spare  ;  they  want  our  wheat, 
our  oats,  our  barley,  our  cattle,  our  sheep 
and  swine,  whether  dead  or  alive.  They 
want  oup  butter,  cheese  and  lumber. 
Now,  supposing  that  the  hon.  Senator 
went  home  as  a  delegate,  and  tried  to 
extend  the  trade  of  Canada  in  England, 
and  talked  over  this  question  with 
^Englishmen,  they  would  tell  him  that 
their  manufacturing  ))opulation  had  out- 
grown the  means  of  their  agricultural 
*  population  to  feed  them,  and  that  they 
must  import  a  large  quantity  of  food 
9  from  abroad.  The  hon.  gentleman  would 
tell  them  of  the  immense  quantities 
we  can  supply.  They  would  say,  "  We 
will  buy  from  you,  but  you  must  take 
something  from  us  in  return.  Do  you 
not  want  some  of  our  cotcons  ? "  "  No," 
my  hon.  friend  would  reply,  "  we 
have  adopted  the  policy  of  *  Canada  for 
Canadians.' "  The  English  manufacturer 
would  ask,  **  Do  you  want  any  woollens, 
or  the  products  of  our  mines?"  The 
reply  would  be,  "  No  j  we  want  to 
manufacture  our  own  woollens  and  iron, 
bat  we  must  take  some  of  your  hard- 
ware from  you,  because  we  are  not 
prepared  to  go  into  the  manufacture  of 
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cutlery  extensively  as  yet,  but  as  soon  as 
we  can  do  so  we  will  do  that  also." 
Under  such  circumstances,  how  do  you 
expect  an  Englishman  to  say  that  he  will 
take  your  products  if  you  wiH  take 
nothing  from  him  in  return  ]  And 
where  are  you  to  begin  that  trade  ? 


Hon.   Mr.  READ- 
ar«  our  opportunity. 


-Their  necessities 


Hon.  Mr.  WARK — Supposing  every 
country  should  call  upon  thetn  for  their 
gold  in  exchange  for  their  products, 
instead  of  manufactures,  where  would 
they  get  it]  I  think  that  it  is  a 
selfish  view  for  us  to  take  of  it. 
The  delegates  from  the  tenant  farmer* 
have  come  out  to  this  country.  Tlie 
Government  have  paid  the  expenses  of 
these  delegates,  and  they  are  expected 
to  encourage  their  countrymen  to 
come  out  here  and  settle  in  our 
North- West  Territories  and  mise  food 
to  send  home  to  the  Mothr;-  Country. 
The  people  at  home  will  say  •  You  want 
to  take  out  our  farmers  and  raise  food 
for  us,  but  you  will  not  allow  us  to  send 
them  back  a  single  article  that  we  manu- 
facture in  return."  How  long  is  that 
system  of  trade  likely  to  last  1  Then 
again  the  Englishman  may  very  well  ask 
you  what  are  you  going  to  do  with  your 
ships  ?  Our  ships  go  home  with  cargoes 
of  lumber  arid  produce.  What  are  we 
going  to  do  for  return  cargoes?  Will 
they  load  themselves  up  with  gravel  and 
stone  as  ballast  and  return  without 
freight  1  If  lumber  cargoes  have  to  pay 
the  whole  expenses  of  the  round  voyage, 
how  are  our  lumber  merchants  to  com- 
pete in  the  English  market  with  foreign 
countries  that  take  return  cargoes  of 
English  manufactures  ?  I  have  briefly 
gone  into  this  question  in  order  to  shew 
what  the  result  of  this  National  Policy 
will  be  if  it  is  adhered  to.  It  bears 
more  heavily  on  New  Bninswick  and 
Prince  Edward  Island  than  upon  any 
other  portion  of  the  Dominion.  Whether 
New  Brunswick  can  bear  up  under  the 
load  that  is  placed  upon  it,  I  have  very 
grave  doubts.  There  is  one  matter  that 
I  ought  not  to  sit  down  without  referring 
to.  The  Minister  of  Finance  has 
been  taunted  a  good  deal  about 
what  his  estiraat»s  of  the  additional  re- 
venue would  be  under  the  new  tariff.    If 


Digitized  by 


Google 


The 


[SENATE.] 


Address, 


the  Government  had  simply  contented 
themnelves  with  letting  us  have  a  revenue 
tariff  and  have  added  about,  say,  2|  per 
cent,  on  the  17 J  per  cent,  tariff",  I  believe 
they  would  have  had  the  additional 
amount  of  r^yenue  he  estimated.  Why 
have  his  calculations  not  been  carried  out  ] 
Simply  because  high  duties  have  induced 
smuggling  to  such  an  extent  that  it  is 
demoralizing  the  people.  A  gentleman 
who  was  here  last  session  from  Nova 
Scotia,  from  whose  section  of  the 
Province  a  considerable  trade  with 
the  United  States  was  carried  on,  bring- 
ing back  return  cargoes  in  his  vessels, 
was  asked  how  they  would  do  under  the 
new  tariff"  when  they  could  not  bring  in 
United  States  produce  as  formerly.  His 
reply  was  that  they  would  do  very  well 
as  they  would  smuggle.  I  know  that  a 
good  deal  of  goods  are  brought  into  tho 
<;ountry  in  that  way  now,  and  are  sold 
cheaper  by  the  retail  merchants  in 
New  Brunswick,  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  lines,  than  the  wholesale  impor- 
ters can  afford  to  sell  them.  Ihere 
is  ^  one  extraordinary  regulation  with 
i^espect  to  American  oil.  We,  in  Canada, 
are  burning  Canadian  oil  requiring  a  test 
only  of  105  ;  but  Government  have  de- 
cided that  American  oil  must  stand  a 
lire  test  of  130.  I  have  heard  of  several 
instances  where  a  quantity  of  oil  was 
brought  into  St.  John,  and,  because  it 
did  not  stand  the  test  of  130,  it  had  to 
be  sent  out  of  the  country.  I  have  heard 
of  small  inland  places  whei^  very  little 
consumption  may  be  expected  and  where 
a  quantity  came  in  that  stood  122 J,  but 
they  were  forced  to  send  it  back,  though 
there  was  no  doubt  it  would  be  smuggled 
into  our  Province  again.  The  collector 
of  that  port  stated  that  formerly,  when 
the  high  duty  was  imposed  on  oil,  he  col- 
lected nothing,  but  when  it  had  been  put 
down  to  6  cents  a  gallon,  he  oollected 
$500  a  year  from  it,  although  it  was  only 
a  small  port  or  station.  Now,  all  that 
comes  into  the  Province  must  be  smug- 
gled. Canadian  oil  sent  down  there  is 
of  so  poor  a  quality  that  it  is  not  fit  for 
use.  Manufacturers  have  things  so  much 
their  own  way  that  it  is  said  they  only 
sell  inferior  oil  in  the  country  and  export 
their  best  oils  to  foreign  markets.  'I 
have  heard  also  of  smuggling  being  car- 
ried on  in  Lower  Canada.  I  believe  it 
is  practised  along  the  whole  line. 
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Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER— What  about 
cotton  goods  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  am  told  that 
cotton  goods  are  selling  in  the  interior  of 
New  Brunswick  cheaper  than  wholesale 
merchants  can  sell  them  in  St.  John, 
and  I  have  been  informed  by  a  hardware 
merchant  who  formerly  sold  $1,000 
worth  annually  of  carriage  springs,  that 
he  could  not  now  sell  a  spring,  the  whole 
consumed  by  his  former  customers  being 
smuggled  at  present.  Smuggling  is  car- 
ried to  such  an  extent  that  Americans 
do  not  even  require  Canadians  to  run  any 
risk,  but  place  the  goods,  I  am  told,  in 
the  merchants'  stores  for  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  was  not  in  the 
House  at  the  time  that  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  made  his  statement  in  refer- 
ence to  the  number  of  persons  who,  he 
said,  had  been  benefited  by  the  National 
Policy,  but  I  find  from  the  official  report 
that  he  states  the  number  to  be  10,000  to 
12,000  persons,  and  further  down  he 
states  "  not  to  exceed  15,000  persons."  I 
would  like  to  ask  my  hon.  friend  if  he 
means  this  12,000  or  13,000  to  be  per- 
sons employed  and  receiving  wages  from 
the  effects  of  this  new  fiscal  policy  or 
whether  h^  means  that  number  alto- 
gether 1  • 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  mean  the  num- 
ber of  heads  of  families  benefiting  by  the 
fiscal  policy  of  the  country  does  not  ex- 
ceed i5,eoo. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— Taking  it  for 
granted  that  it  is  only  12,000  that  have 
been  benefited,  then  I  should  like  to  ask 
how  manyl  If  you  take  four  as  the 
average  of  a  family  having  been  benefited, 
including  the  head  of  the  family  too,or  the 
12,000,  certainly  it  cannot  be  less  thaji 
48,000  persons,  because  every  member  of 
a  family  must  have  been  benefited  by  the 
earnings  of  the  head  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— At  the  expense  of 
the  other  three  and  a  half  millions. 

Hto.  Mr.  FLINT— These  15,000  per- 
sons could  net  have  received  less  than 
one  dollar  a  day  as  wages,  and  that  for  a 
year  would  be  $450,000  paid  out  to  thev, 
which  would  not  have  been  paid  had 
this  policy  not  been  adopted. 
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would  have  been  employed  at  something 
else.  ^ 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— We  are  told  that 
people  are  going  from  the  Lower  Provinces 
to  the  United  States,  and  would  is  not 
be  more   likely  that    all  those  i)er8ons 
would  have   moved  t«  the  United  States 
also,   to  seek  employment   there  if  they 
did  not  obtain  it  in   Canada  1    If  they 
went  from    the  Lower  Provinces  because 
they  could  not  get  employment,  these 
also   would    certainly  have  gone.     The 
$450,000  paid  for  wages  would  have  gone 
to  benefit  the  manufacturers  of  other  coun- 
tries and  not  ourselves.     This  very  labor 
was  the  cause  of  an  immense  amount  of 
manufactures    bring    produced    in   this 
country.      The  manufactures  which  are 
consumed  in    Canada   and   the  amount 
that  would  otherwise  have  been  paid  for 
them  abroad  were  retained  in  theDominion. 
Asa  consequence  we  are  so  much  better  off 
by  that  policy,  as  the  money  has  gone  into 
the  pockets  of  our  farmers  and  merchants, 
consequently  we  may  say  that  double  the 
number  I  have  stated  have  been  benefit- 
ed.    Now,  if  during  the  past   year  the 
National   Policy   has  benefited  so  many 
during  the  short  time  that  it  has  been  in 
operation,  it   stands  to  reason    that,   in 
the  five  years  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment are  likely   to    hold    the  reins    of 
power,  we  shall  see  a    vast  change  in 
the  country.     We  cannot  expect  to  s*^ 
that  change  take  place  immediately  ;  we 
might  as  well  expect  to  set  a  hen  on  ten 
eggs    in    the    morning  and  expect,  by 
night,  to  see  ten  chickens  peeping  out  of 
their  shells,  as  to  expect  that  the  country 
is  going  to  be  prosperous  in  one   year 
under  the    NationaJ    Policy.     A   cliild 
mast  creep  before  it  can  walk,  and  walk 
l^ore  it  can  run,  and  it  is  the  same  way 
with  the  policy  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment.    Tnis  being  the  case,  as  a  matter 
of  course,   we  must  allow  the  National 
Policy    to    work    before    we    can  look 
for  our  former  prosperity.      While  our 

fiscal  policy  was  being  inaugurated,  this  \  said  the  other.  "  Ah,  but  you  must  re- 
country  was  being  over-run  by  the  manu- '  collect  that  hides  and  leather  are 
factui*ers  of  the  United  States,  and  it  dearer,"  said  his  friend.  "  That's  all  the 
took  some  time  to  get  rid  of  our  surplus  result  of  the  National  Policy,"  said  the 
stocic.  I  take  one  instance — the  hammer  other  as  he  walked  away.  But  the  man 
manufacturing  industry.  I  believe  there  with  the  new  boots  was  perfectly  satis- 
is  one  manufacturer  of  hammers  in  this  fied  with  the  National  Policy,  he  was 
Kjountry,  and  he  could  not  succeed  last  willing  to  pay  'a  little  more  for  his  feet 
lion.  Mr.  Flint 


spring  in  selling  a  bill  of  hammers  from 
one  end  of  the  Dominion  to  the  other. 
As  the  result  of  this  tariff  he  established 
himself  in  Canada,  greatly  increased  his 
staff,  and  now  turns  out  some  $25,000 
worth  of  work  in  the  course  of  a  year. 
Although  this  man  is  an  American,  he 
has  settled  on  Canadian  soil,  adopted 
our  policy,  and  charges  us  not  one  cent 
more  for  his  hammers  than  we  paid 
before. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN  (Londonderry) 
— He  has  hit  the  nail  on  the  head. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  mention  these 
facts  to  shew  that  the  National  Policy 
has,  to  a  certain  extent,  worked  well, 
and  if  it  continues  to  work  as  well  in  the 
future  as  it  has  during  the  past  few 
months,  before  four  yeara  are  past  those 
who  now  abuse  the  policy  will  have  to 
give  in  and  acknowledge  that  it  is  a 
sound  one  for  the  country.  I  have  also 
been  accused  of  being  a  protectionist, 
although  in  principle  I  am  a  free-trader. 
I  do  not  believe  in  one-sided  free-tr^e, 
however ;  I  do  not  believe  in  allowing 
the  Americans  to  have  the  run  of  our 
markets  while  thoy  exclude  us  from 
theirs. 


Hon.  Mr.  WARK— England  admits 
all  our  products  free  of  duty,  and  yet  we 
tax  theirs. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— We  have  no  i-ea- 
son  to  find  fault  with  them  for  that. 
ITou  have  no  reason  to  find  fault  with 
me  if  I  take  a  dose  of  pills  that  does  not 
affect  you.  I  think  it  is  only  fair,  as 
long  as  we  are  willing  that  we  should 
manage  our  own  affairs,  that  they  should 
allow  us  to  do  so.  I  happened  to  meet 
two  men  in  the  streets  of  Belleville  a 
short  time  ago.  One  of  them  had  a  pair 
of  new  boots  that  he  had  just  got  made 
by  hand.  The  other  said,  **  What  did 
you  pay  for  those  boots  T    He  replied, 

$4.50."      "Thdt's  a  very  high  price," 
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wear.  I  wrote  a  short  article  on  the 
incident  and  a  certain  paper  took  me  up 
on  the  question,  nnd  went  on  to  state 
with  reference  to  the  hide  question,  that 
if  the  farmer  who  had  bought  the  boots 
had  no  duty  on  the  hides  ho  was  badJy 
treated,  that  there  were  over  1,200,000 
hides  brought  into  the  country  last  year, 
that  these  hides  were  manufactured  here, 
paid  no  duty  and  that  this  was  contrary 
to  the  interests  of  the  farmers,  who  had 
no  protection  for  the  hides  which  they 
sold  from  the  animals  they  slaughtered, 
but  the  Government,  in  their  wisdom, 
allowed  the  •hides  to  come  in  free  of 
duty,  as  being  raw  material  used  by  the 
manufacturer,  on  the  same  terms  as  the 
United  States  allowed  them  to  be  im- 
ported into  that  country.  Supposing  the 
Government,  in  their  wisdom,  had  put  a 
duty  of  10  per  cent,  on  hides,  and 
that  hides  were  worth  $8  per 
hundred  ;  that  would  have  been 
on  a  hide  of  50  pounds,  worth 
four  dollars,  a  protection  of  forty  cents, 
but  ten  per  cent,  would  have  to  be  added 
to  tjje  price  of  the  boots,  and  on  the 
boots  and  shoes  he  would  have  to  pur- 
chase for  his  family  it  would  amount  to 
about  three  dollars  exti^,  whereas  he 
would  only  have  received  40  cents  for 
the  liide.  In  the  attempt  to  do  away 
4  with  the  principle  of  the  protection  of 
our  industries,  every  artifice  is  used  to 
belittle  the  National  Policy  and  the 
building  up  of  our  national  industries, 
under  which  our  country  has  prospered. 
I  cannot  say  that  every  locality  has 
prospered.  In  the  section  where  I  live 
it  has  to  a  certain  extent.  I  have  heard 
it  is  so  elsewhere.  I  met  a  gentleman 
the  other  day,  after  the  Finance  Minister 
had  been  up  our  way,  who  is  and  always 
has  been  a  strong  Reformer,  and  he  said 
to  me  '^  I  am  a  Reformer,  but  I  am 
bound  to  support  the  National  Policy 
because  it  hiis  supported  me  ;  it  has  not 
given  me  a  better  price  for  my  labor,  but 
it  has  given  me  an  amount  of  work  that 
I  would  not  otherwise  have  had,  because 
I  would  have  been  flooded  out  with 
fumitui'e  from  the  United  States."  This 
man,  although  a  Reformer,  believes 
that  he  has  some  interest  in  the 
country,  that  his  interest  has  been  pro- 
tected by  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
and  that  he  can  build  up  a  better  busi- 
ness under  a -protective  system  than  he 
lion,  Mr,  Flint 


could  under  the  policy  of  the  late  Admin- 
istration. My  hon.  friend  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  has  stated  that  the  car 
wheels  of  the  Intercolonial  should  be 
taken  oflf  before  they  are  cracked. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— No  ;  but 
befoi-e  they  ai'e  too  much  worn. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— It  is  impossible 
to  tell  whether  a  car  wheel  is  too  much 
worn  or  not  until  it  gives  out.  We  have 
got  to  run  those  risks,  and  from  all  we 
can  learn  there  have  been  nd  more  acci- 
dents on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  than 
on  the  Grand  Tinink  or  other  railways 
throughout  the  Provinces  or  in  the 
United  States.  I  think  the  outcry 
against  the  Intercolonial  is  simply  because 
the  Government  have  given  us  to  under- 
stand that  they  aie  economizing  and  are 
going  to  save  a  large  amount  of  money 
in  the  management  of  the  road.  If  that 
economy  was  likely  to  destroy  the  rail- 
way, or  the  business  of  that  railway,  or 
endanger  the  lives  of  the  people,  then 
they  would  certainly  be  subject  to  blame; 
but  until  something  of  that  kind  can  be 
shewn,  and  until  it  is  proved  that  such 
is  the  case,  I  do  not  think  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  blamed  for  doing  what 
they  can  to  save  the  i)eople*s  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN— It  would  be 
very  unwise  for  me,  coming  in  at  this 
stage  of  the  debate,  to  oflfer  any  extend- 
ed i-emarks,  but  I  cannot  help  expressing 
my  surprise  that  the  I'eduction  made  in 
the  expenses  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way should  have  been  challenged  and 
found  fault  with,  or  that  it  should  have 
been  charged  that  the  road  is  not  in  as 
efficient  a  condition  as  it  was  twelve 
months  ago.  I  profess  to  know  some- 
thing about  the  Intercolonial.  I  have 
just  travelled  over  it,  and  I  am  free  to 
say  that  I  consider  it  is  in  just  as  good  a 
condition  to-day  as  it  was  twelve  months 
ago ;  and  I  was  informed,  by  the  officials,  on 
my  way  here,  that  there  has  been  quite  as 
much  expended  on  repairs  to  rolling 
stock  in  the  last  twelve  months  as  there 
was  the  previous  year.  It  is  impossible 
to  operate  a  road  of  that  length  without 
accidents  occurnng  more  %r  less  frequent- 
ly, but,  that  hon.  gentlemen  should  oome 
here  and  magnify  the  few  accidents  that 
have  taken  place,  and  declai*e  that   the- 
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road  is  being  neglected,  is,  in  my  opinion, 
unjust  and  unwise ;  unjust  as  tending  to 
create  abroad  a  false  and  injurious  im- 
preeion  as  to  the  condition  of  that  public 
work,  and  it  certainly  is  unwise  as  an 
opposition  or  party  attack,  because  the 
more  inquiry  that  is  directed  to  this 
matter,  the  more  strongly  will  it  place  in 
striking  contrast  the  results*  under  the 
Ute  and  the  present  management.  I 
take  the  figures  which  have  been  given 
since  this  session  opened,  and  I  find  in 
the  comparison  of  six  months  under  the 
management  of  the  late  Grovernment, 
with  six  months  under  the  present,  that 
whilst  the  deficiency  under  the  former 
was  $217,000,  that  now,  under  this  man- 
agement, which  has  been  so  strongly 
condemned,  it  is  only  $32,000,  or  a  differ- 
once  in  the  six  months  of,  in  round 
numbera,  $185,000,  or  for  a  year 
$310,000.  The  more  public  attention  is 
drawn  to  this  matter  the  more  clearly 
and  indelibly  will  these  figures  be  im- 
pressed upon  the  public  mind,  and  the 
more  emphatic  the  approval  of  the 
present  management,  provided  the  road 
be  not  injured.  I  am  happy  to  believe 
and  to  say  that  the  proviso  is  fully  met, 
and  that  all  investigation,  official  or  ex- 
perienced, will  fully  prove  that  the  road 
is  in  the  very  *best  condition.  Unfor- 
tunately for  very  many  employis,  the 
large  reduction  made  in  expenses  le*!  to 
their  dismissal,  and  too  many  of  them, 
unable  to  see  the  great  public  necessity 
there  is  for  the  strictest  economy  in  all 
branches  of  the  public  service,  resent 
their  discharge  by  magnifying  the  usual 
mishaps  attending  the  running  of  every 
road,  and  furnish  gentlemen  with  dis- 
torted cases,  who  are  only  too  willing  to 
proclaim  them  in  the  hope  that  they 
may  damage  the  Administration.  But 
the  oftener  the  charge  is  made  the  often- 
er  will  the  result  favor  the  present  Ad- 
ministration. My  hon.  friend  from  Kent 
says  there  is  not  sufficient  care  in  testing 
the  wheels. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK.— I  beg  the  hon. 
gentleman's  pardon.  I  did  not  say  any- 
thing of  the  kind,  I  said  that  I  saw  the 
wheels  tested  every  100  miles  when 
travelling  on  railways  in  England,  but  I 
did  not  say  it  was  not  done  here. 

Hon.   Mr.  McLELAN. — I   may   not 
have  correctly  heard  the  hon.  gentleman, 
Hon.  Mr.  McLdan. 


but  I  certainly  understood  him  to  con- 
trast the  practice  in  England  with  that 
which  has  been  reported  as  pursued  on 
the  Intercolonial.  I  have  no  doubt,  how- 
ever, that  those  who  have  been  reporting 
that  the  wh^ls  of  cars  are  not  tested  on 
the  Intercolonial,  on  the  trfp,  may  not 
have  observed  the  testing  and  yet  it  have 
been  regularly  attended  to,  just  as  I  did 
not  observe  any  test  of  the  wheels  this 
morning  on  the  Grand  Trunk  end  of  the 
road.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the 
wheels  are  always  tested  in  England, 
although  the  rate  of  travel  is  double  what 
it  is  in  this  country  ;  then  so  much  more 
necessity  for  inspection — the  higher  the 
speed,  the  more  fi-equently  should  the 
wheels  be  examined. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER.--What  does 
the  hon.  gentleman  mean  by  "  the  Grand 
Trunk  end  of  the  road  "  1 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN— It  occurred 
to  me,  as  we  started  to  cross  the  Victoria 
Bridge,  that  I  had  not  heard  the  usual 
test  of  the  wheels,  and  I  mentioned  it  to 
some  of  my  fellow-passengers  on*  the 
train,  but  it  may  have  been  done  without 
attracting  my  attention. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER.--This  morn- 
ing ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN.— Yes,  this 
momiag,  on  my  way  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER.— I  think  I  will 
be  able  to  prove  to  the  contrary. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN. — It  may  have 
been  done,  but  it  did  not  catch  my  ear. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER.  —  The  hon. 
gentlemen  mi^t  be  mistaken,  as  it  is  the 
mosc  important  part  of  the  road,  and  the 
wheels  are  invariably  tested  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN. —I  regret  to 
hear  the  condition  of  affairs  in  St  John, 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  Senator  from  that 
city.  I  am  sure  the  whole  House  will 
join  in  that  regret,  but  I  may  say  that  it 
is  a  condition  of  afiaii*s  that  was  not 
wholly  unexpected.  A  comparatively 
small  city  like  St.  John  to  be  scourged 
by  a  terrible  fire  such  as  occurred  there, 
must  inevitably  be  suffering  from  th« 
effects  of  it.    The  money  brought  in  from 
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tbe  insurance  effected  upon  the  buildings 
destroyed,  for  a  time  stared  off  the  de- 
pression, but  I  am  informed  tkat  there 
was  a  loss  of  about  $12,000,000  outside 
of  the  insurance,  and  that  enormous  loss, 
compared  with  the  size  of  the  city,  is  now 
telling  on  the  mercantile  community. 
However,  I  am  indisposed  to  believe  that 
the  state  of  aflfairs  he  describes  as  existing 
in  St  John  prevails  generally  throughout 
New  Brunswick.  Aly  hon.  friend  fi*om 
Kent  (Mr.  Wark)  tells  of  sixty  or  seventy 
saw  mills  that  have  been  closed  up  and 
deserted,  while  other  men,  who  are 
in  the  Ifimber  business,  and  know 
whereof  they  speak,  say  that  that  busi- 
ness has  largely  improved.  I  had  the 
pleasure  of  travelling  to  this  city  with 
one  of  the  lumber  kings  of  New  Bruns- 
wick, who  is  also  dealing  in  other  wares, 
^nd  he  says  that  he  held  considerable  of 
his  stock  over,  and  cleared  $40,000  by 
the  improvement  in  prices.  When  one 
man  has  benefited  to  that  extent  by  the 
improvement  in  trade,  I  think  that  thei'e 
must  be,  throughout  the  whole  Province, 
a  general  benefit,  exce]>t,  perhaps,  in  the 
unfortunate  city  of  St.  John.  The  hon. 
Senator  from  Kent  tells  us  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  increased  duties,  prices 
of  goods  have  increased,  and  smuggling 
prevails  to  a  large  extent.  At  the  same 
time  he  tells  us  that  goods  are  sold  at 
cheaper  rates  than  they  can  be  imported 
legitimately  into  Canada  for. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I   said   that  was 
the  case  along  the  lines. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman's statements  are  conflicting.  My 
hon.  friend  from  St.  John  refers  to  the 
tax  on  shipping,  and  charges  the  Na- 
ticJnal  Policy  with  having  imposed  a  tax 
of  at  least  two  dollars  per  ton  on  ships. 
1  have  had  some  experience  in  that  busi- 
ness. I  have  launched  ships  every  year 
for  the  last  &ve  or  six  years — under  the 
old  tfiriffs  and  under  the  new — and  I 
know  whereof  1  speak  when  I 
now  state  that  the  taxation  on 
shipping  is  less  under  this  tariff, 
with  the  drawback,  than  it  was 
under  the  old  one.  I  know  that  we  paid 
less  duties  on  the  ships  we  launched  last 
October,  when  we  got  the  drawback, 
than  we  paid  on  any  vessel  launched 
under  the  previous  tarifi*.  My  hon. 
Hon.  Mr,  McLelan. 


friend  says  England  takes  our  beef  and 
pork,  wheat,  cheese  and  butter,  without 
imposing  any  tax  upon  them,  and  he 
seems  to  be  very  much  troubled  because 
we  will  not  take  their  manufacturcB  on 
the  same  terms  that  they  take  our  pro- 
duce. 

Hon.  Mr,  WARK—I  did  not  say 
that.  We  could  not  do  so,  as  we  must 
raise  a  revenue. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN — I  certainly 
understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to  com- 
plain that  we  could  not  say  to  England 
**  we  will  take  your  manufactures  on  the 
same  terms  as  you  take  our  produce."  It 
is  true  we  do  not  and  cannot  say  that, 
but  we  can  say  this  :  "  You  require  the 
beef,  pork,  butter,  cheese  and  grain  of 
Canada  and  of  the  United  States,  and 
you  take  both  on  the  same  terms,  whilst 
we,  in  return,  take  your  manufactures  at 
a  very  much  less  rate  of  duty  than  the 
Americans  do,  and  whilst  you  make  no 
discrimination  in  our  favor,  you  cannot 
expect  us  to  do  more  in  your  favor." 
There  has  been  a  considerable  out- 
cry in  Britain  against  our  tariff  as 
tending  to  lessen  importations  and 
thereby  diminish  the  employment  we 
give  to  the  mechanics  of  other  coun- 
tries. The  outcry  is  made  under  the 
name  of  free  trade,  and  yet  it  is 
on  the  part  of  Britain,  the  very  essencd 
of  protection.  It  is  the  living,  active 
spirit  of  that  policy  which  built  up  her 
industries  and  multiplied  her  mechanics, 
a&d  which  now  seeks  to  protect  those 
mechanics  by  giving  them  employment. 
And,  that  her  mechanics  may  have 
employment,  she  is  desirous  that  we  take 
her  manufactures  free  of  duty  and  let 
our  own  people  go  idle.  I  read,  a  few 
days  ago,  the  report  of  Mr.  Potter's  speech 
at  Rochdale,  on  his  return  from  his  free 
trade  mission  to  the  United  States,  and, 
whilst  the  whole  intention  of  the  speech 
and  meeting  was  to  favor  free  trade,  there 
was  one  sentence  uttered  by  Mr.  Potter 
and  repeated  by  Mr.  Bright,  that  should 
be  taken  home  to  ourselves  in  its  true 
protective  spirit.  Mr.  Potter  says  :  "  It 
will  be  a  sair  day  for  Britain  when  our 
mechanics  and  workmen  have  to  leave 
this  country  for  want  of  employment." 
Let  us  remember  this  sentence,  which  Mr. 
Bright  emphasised,  and  apply   it  to  our 
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own  country  and  people.  "A  ssdr  day  it 
will  indeed  be  for  Canada  when  our  me- 
chanics and  workpeople  have  to  leave  us 
for  want  of  employment ;  "  and  tlie  Go- 
vernment have  well  discharged  their  duty 
in  adopting  a  policy  which  must  tend  to 
furnish  employment  for  our  people,  in- 
crease the  numbers  of  our  mechanics  and 
workmen,  and  thereby  promote  the  gene- 
ral prosperity. 

Hon.  Dr.  PAQUET  (in  French)— I 
appreciate  the  well  justified  (impatience 
of  this  hon.  House,  and  its  desire  to 
finish  the  debate  on  the  Address  in  reply 
Vo  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  but,  not- 
withstanding this  desire,  which  I  share, 
I  cannot  refrain  from  making  a  few  re- 
marks, which,  I  promise^  shall  be  as 
brief  as  possible.  In  last  year's  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  allusion  was  made  to  a 
question  of  de^p  importance,in  the  follow- 
ing words : — 

<'  Parliament  has  recoguized  the  importance 
of  providing  for  the  safe  deposit  of  the  surplus 
earniDgs  of  the  people,  by  arranging  for  their 
being  placed  with  the  Government  at  a  fair 
rate  of  interest.  It  may  be  well  for  you  to 
consider  how  far  it  is  practicable  to  give  alike 
security  and  enconragement  to  persons  who 
may  desire,  by  an  insurance  upon  their  lives, 
to  make  provision  for  those  dependent  upon 
them.  Your  best  attention  will,  I  doubt  not, 
be  given  to  the  important  subjects  I  have 
alluded  to,  and  to  the  s^eneral  interest  of  the 
country." 

We  awaited  during  the  whole  of  last  Ses- 
sion the  introduction  of  such  a  measure, 
but  had  not  the  pleasure  of  seeing  the 
promise  fulfilled,  and  this  year  no  re- 
ference is  made  to  it  at  all  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  Can  its  omission  this 
Session  be  the  result  of  chance  to  prove 
to  us  that  the  present  Government  can 
give  without  promising  as  they  have 
shewn  that  they  can  promise  without 
giving?  The  hon.  Minister  of  Militia 
and  Defence  should  give  us  an  answer. 
Is  this  question  one  which  is  trivial,  or 
is  it  important?  The  answer  can  be 
found  in  the  official  report  of  the  Super- 
intendent of  Insurance  for  1878.  From 
1869  to  1878,  that  is  to  say,  in  a  period 
of  ten  years,  we  find  that  the  Canadian 
companies  received  in  premiums 
<5,30l,6()2  ;^  the  English  companies, 
$5,816,255  ;*  and  the  American  com- 
panies, $12,083,192,  making  a  total  of 
$23,201,100  ;  in  other  words,  an  amount 
equal  to  the  entire  revenue  of  the 
lion,  Mr.  McLelan, 


Dominion.  It  is,  therefore,  equal  to 
one-tenth  of  the  revenue  annually. 
The  most  striking  fact  demonstrated 
hj  these  figures  is  that  our 
companies  receive  nearly  twenty  per  cent, 
of  the  amount,  and  that  foreign  companies 
receive  eighty  per  cent.  Nothing  aston- 
ishes me  so  much  as  to  see  the  G-overnment 
shirking  such  a  question,  when  they 
claim  that  the  object  of  their  National 
Policy  is  to  secure  "  Canada  for  the 
Canadians.''  They  count  more  upon 
protection  than  upon  Providence,  as  we 
have  bpen  given  to  understand  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Victoria  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald).  At  all  events,  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Militia  will  understand  that  this  sub-  < 
ject  merits  his  careful  attention ;  and 
that,  in  these  times  of  unsettled  finances, 
the  country  would  be  pleased  to  have  its 
doubts  and  fears  upon  this  question  dissi- 
pated. There  is  another  matter  on  which 
I  wish  to  speak  before  the  Address  is 
adopted  :  that  is,  the  represeatation  of 
the  French-speaking  people  ift  the  Cabi- 
net. I  concur,  with  all  my  heart,  in  the 
judicious  remarks  made  yesterday  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  DeLanaudi^re  (Mr. 
Bellerose),  relative  to  the  injustice 
to  which  th«  Province  of  Quebet  is  luW- 
jected  in  the  Ministerial  representation 
in  the  Senate.  That  hon.  gentleman, 
in  thus  criticizing  this  act  of  his  friends, 
has  paid  a  well-merited  tribute  to  the 
late  Government,  which  never  was  guilty 
of  a  like  ostracism,  but  which,  on  the 
comtrary,  in  the  person  of  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Grandvilie  (Mr.  Pelletier), 
rendered  perfect  justice  to  the  French- 
Canadian  people  in  this  House.  I  con- 
gratulate the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Belle - 
rose)  on  his  firmness  and  independence, 
and  when  he  is  charged  with  having, 
perhaps,  gone  too  far,  I  contend  that  he 
has  stopped  short  of  the  whole  truth  in 
saying  that  Ontario  is  represented  in  the 
Cabinet  by  six  members ;  the  fact  is  that 
Ontario  has  seven,  for  nobody  can  deny 
that  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  the  Minister  of 
Railways,  is  a  resident  of  Ontario  rather 
than  of  Nova  Scotia,  having  lived,  since 
1867,  constantly  in  this  Province,  and 
possessing  here  considerable  property, 
which  strongly  connects  him  with  il. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  is  quite  mistaken  in  sup- 
posing   that    the   Minister  of  Railways 
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and  Canals  is  more  a  resident  of  Ontario 
than  any  other  Minister  from  the  Lower 
Provinces,  such  as  the  Finance  Minister 
or  the  Minister  of  Justice.  Ke  lives 
here  because,  as  a  member  of  the  Cabi- 
net, he  is  required  to  do  so,  but  in  no 
other  sense  is  he  a  resident  of  Ontario. 

Hon.  Dr.  PAQUET— But  is  Jie  not 
an  actual  resident  of  this  Province  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— All 
the  members  of  the  Cabinet  are. 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER— The  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Paquet)  means  that  be- 
fore becoming  a  member  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  hou.  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals  had  become  a  resident  of  Ontario. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  did  not  say  tha^,  but,  in 
explanation  of  it,  I  may  state  that  I 
know  that  the  Minister  of  Railways 
parted  with  all  his  property  in  Toromto, 
and  ran  his  election  in  Nova  Sootia,  and 
afterwards,  when  he  became  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  he  purchased  property  in 
Ottawa  and  came  to  reside  here,  but  he 
is  no  more  a  Minister  from  Ontario  than 
any. other  member  of  the  Cabinet  who 
comes  from  the  Lower  Provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  PAQUET— The  statement 
of  the  Hon.  Minister  of  Militia  proves, 
better  than  anything  I  can  say,  that  his 
argument  has  no  force.  Has  he  not  de- 
clared, in  effect,  that  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Railways  (Sir  Charles  Tupper)  resided 
in  Ontario  and  had  property  in  Toronto 
when  he  became  a  Minister,  that  he  sold 
it  when  he  presented  himself  as  a 
candidate  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  that  when 
erected  he  returned  to  Ottawa  to 
live,  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  and 
purchased  property  here  'i  I  had 
good  reason,  therefore,  to  say  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Charles  Tupper) 
was  an  Ontarian,  and  that  he  had  pro- 
perty in  this  Province  for  many  years. 
Therefore,  I  conclude,  logically,  that 
Ontario  has  seven  Ministera  whilst  the 
other  six  Provinces  have  only  seven.  It 
must  be  admitted  that  Ontario  occupies 
an  important  position  in  the  Union,  Out 
I  have  yet  to  learn  that  the  people  of 
Quebec  and  of  the  other  Provinces  find 
such  a  state  of  affairs  acceptable,  or  that 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  Campbell, 


thoy  will  long  hesitate  before  calling 
their  repi^esentatives  in  the  Grovemment 
of  the  day  to  account  for  this  act  of  trea- 
son. I  was  also  pleased  with  the  co- 
operation and  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
senator  from  Repentigny  (Mr.  Armand), 
and  the  Government  ought  to  be  assured 
that  in  the  vindication  of  this  right,  aa 
of  all  others,  we  French-Canadiaus  will 
be  united  as  one  man,  and  that  we  shall 
not  cease  to  demand  justice  whenever  we 
find  that  it  has  not  been  done  to  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU  (in  French)— I 
had  not  intended  to  take  any  part  in  this 
debate,  and  I  only  do  so  now  to  express 
my  approval  of  the  stand  taken  by  the 
hon.  Senators  who  claim  representation 
of  the  French-speaking  element  of  this 
branch  of  Parliament  in  the  Ministry. 
They  are  merely  expressing  the  senti- 
ment which  prevails  to-day  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  Quebec.  As 
the  hon.  Senator  from  La  Yalli^re  has 
shewn,  there  are  now  seven  of  the  four- 
teen Ministers  from  Ontario.  .  It  is  clear 
that  the  Government  must  have  some 
motive  for 'pursuing  such  a  courst,  but 
whatever  that  motive  may  be,  I  regret 
the  fact  all  the  same.  It  is  destructive 
to  the  harmony  which  has  hitherto  pre- 
vailed throughout  the  Confederation.  I 
was  opposed  to  the  Union,  as  many  others 
were,  but  when  it  was  an  accomplished 
fact  I  accepted  it  loyally  as  a  means  of 
doing  away  with  the  prejudices  of  race 
and  creed  which  had  been  excited  by 
evil-disposed  persons.  Last  session  I  felt 
satisfied,  from  the  liberal  sentiments  ex- 
pressed by  the  leader  of  this  House, 
that  he  would  take  the  first  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  justice  to  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  I  regret  that  it  was  not 
done  in  the  recent  change. 

The  motion  was  then  agreed  to. 

Hon.      Sir     ALEX.      CAMPBELL 

moved  the  appointment  of  the  Standing 
Committees. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  5.45  p.m. 
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THE  SENATE. 
Thursday/,  February  19th,  188Q. 
Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

SYDNEY  POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK. 
MOTION   FOB    A   RETURN. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOXJRINOT— To-morrow 
is  the  day  mentioned  in  the  Minutes  of 
Proceedin((s  that  I  would  make  my  motion 
respecting  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank 
at  Sydney,  C.  B.,  but  my  hon.  friend  the 
leader  of  the  Government  wishes  rae  to 
introduce  it  at  once.  As  the  matter  is  a 
simple  relation  of  facts,  my  observations 
will,  therefore,  be  brief.  It  appears 
that  on  the  26th  December  last,  a 
rumor  got  abroad  that  the  young 
man  in  charge  of  the  Sydney  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank  had  suddenly  disappeared, 
owing  to  some  defalcations  of  the  moneys 
entrusted  to  him.  This  having  become 
known  at  Ottawa,  an  Inspector  from  the 
Finance  Department  arrired  to  make 
an  investigation  ;  he  was  so  occupied  for 
some  days  ;  the  result  is  not  yet  known. 
Very  contradictory  reports  were  whisj^r- 
ed  of  the  amount  embezzled,  and  that 
some  of  the  pass  books  had  false  entries 
made,  documents  forged,  cte.  It  is  quite 
natural  the  public,  who  is  so  identified  in 
this  €rovemment  bank,  wishes  to  get  at 
the  truth.  I  need  not,  I  am  sure,  ob- 
sei-ve  that  public  confidence  is  now  much 
shaken  in  this  Savings  Bank,  and  it  will 
be  difficult  to  restore  it  unless  the  appa- 
rent defective  system  is  remedied  ;  as  it 
seems  strange  that  these  defalcations, 
which  had  existed  for  some  years  past,  had 
not  been  detected  by  the  Inspector  in  his 
annual  visits,  there  must  be  something 
defective  in  this  supervision,  and,  to 
some  extent,  the  Inspector  is  responsible 
in  having  allowed  this  state  of  things  to 
remain  undiscovered.  I  hope  he  will 
have  it  in  his  power  to  justify  himself. 
The  Minister  who  leads  this  House  had 
suggested  that  I  should  visit  the  office, 
where  the  documents  would  be  sub- 
mitted to  my  perusal,  but  I  have  not 
availed  myself  of  it,  and  prefer  to  have 
them  laid  on  the  table  in  accordance  with 
my  motion,  where  all  can  have  access  to 
them.  It  is  expected  that  a  thorough 
investigation  of  all  the  circumstances 
relating  to  this  breach  of  trust  will  take 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  Campbell.  ^ 


place,  and  the  matter  sifted  to  the  bot- 
tom. What  has  occurred  at  Sydney  may 
be  in  existence  in  some  other  offices  ia 
the  Dominion,  where  the  Inspectors  may 
have  failed  to  detect  wrong-doing.  The 
public,  therefore,  demands  a  searching 
inquiry,  and  wfll  not  rest  satisfied  untU 
this  is  accomplished.     I  therefore  move  : 

'<  That  an  humble  Address  bo  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Governor-General,  praying 
that  His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid 
before  this  House,  all  reports,  correspondence, 
telegrams,  etc.,  respecting  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank  at  Sydney,  C.B.,  during  the  past 
six  years,  and  more  especially  the  last  Report 
of  the  investigation  held  by  Mr.  Anderson,  the 
Inspector,  relative  to  the  de&lcation  in  that 
office,  the  amount  so  deficient,  and  when  such 
deficiency  was  first  discovered." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL.— All 
the  information  upon  this  subject  that 
can  properly  be  brought  down  will  be 
laid  before  the  House.  The  Savings 
Bank  is  connected  with  the  Department 
of  Finance,  and  not  with  the  Post  Office 
Department.  I  have  not  called  at  the 
Department  to  inquire  about  the  matter 
myself,  but  if  the  re^wrt  of  the  Inspector 
is  not  confidential  it  will  be  submitted. 
I  believe  that  the  investigation  is  now 
going  on  aa  to  the  management  of  the 
Savings  Bank,  and  perhaps  when  the 
result  of  that  is  made  known,  it  may 
afford  my  hon.  friend  some  further  infor- 
mation and  satisfaction  on  the  point  in 
regard  to  which  he  has  made  this 
inquiry.  Of  course,  I  agree  with  him 
that  nothing  can  be  more  important  than 
to  maintain  public  confidence  in  the 
Government  Savings  Banks. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


TESTING  CAR  WHEELS. 
A   CORRECTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER— I  am  anxiois, 
before  the  House  adjourns,  to  read  a  tele- 
gram with  regard  to  that  rash  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  Senator  for  Lendon- 
deny  (Mr.  McLelan)  yesterday.  In 
accordance  with  the  advice  of  the  hon. 
the  leader  of  the  Government  in  this 
House,  I  telegraphed  down  to  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway,  and  received  the  following 
telegram,  from  which  my  hon.  friend  will 
be  glad  to  learn  that  on  our  railway,  as 
well  as  on  the  Intercolonial^  there  is  no 
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inattention  in  reference  to  examining 
wheels  at  all  iini>ortant  points.  It  is  ab 
follows : — 

"Ottawa,  Feb.  19,  1880. 
>'  By  telegraph  from  Montreal, 

<<  To  Hon.  Jamks  Fbrrier. 

"The  wheels  of  all  cars  on  namber  two 
express  were  examined  at  St.  Lambert,  on 
morning  of  18tb,  by  our  regular  car  inspector, 
Geo.  Peck.  Our  agent  assures  me  that  this 
duty  has  never  been  neglected.  We  have 
regular  car  inspectors  also  at  Chaudi^re  Junc- 
tion, Bichmond,  Montreal  and  Cornwall,  on 
duty  night  and  day. 

"W.  J.  Spicbr." 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN  —  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  undei^stand 
me,  otherwise  he  would  not  have  char- 
acterized my  statement  as  **  rash."  I 
simply  stated  I  did  not  hear  the  testing 
of  the  wheels.  We  had  been  speaking 
previously  of  a  report  that  the  wheels 
had  not  been  tested  on  the  Intercolonial 
Hallway,  and  I  stated  that  while  travel- 
ling on  the  Grand  Trunk  my  ear  did  not 
catch  the  testing  of  the  wheels.  What  I 
meant  to  convey  was  that  a  person 
travelling  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
might,  also,  not  observe  the  testing  of 
the  wheels.  I  did  not  want  to  eharge 
the  employes  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way with  neglect,  because  I  have  every 
confidence  in  the  management  of  that 
road,  just  as  I  have  in  the  management 
of  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER  said  that  the 
impression  had  been  made  upon  tke 
minds  of  other  members  of  the  House, 
as'  well  as  on  his  own,  and  if  reported 
to  the  country  would  make  a  similar 
impression  on  the  mind  of  the  public. 
If  the  hen.  gentleman  did  not  want  to 
make  such  a  charge  against  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  why  had  he  referred  to 
that  road  at  alii  The  hon.  gentleman 
had  stated  distinctly  the  care  that  was 
taken  in  examining  wheels  on  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway,  but  that  it  was  not  so 
on  this  end,  and,  on  being  asked  what 
end,  replied  :  "  The  Grand  Trunk."  On 
being  asked  at  what  place,  he  said  :  "  At 
the  entrance  of  the  bridge,"  a  most  impor- 
tant point,  because  if  any  accident  should 
take  place  there  it  would  be  like  the  Tay 
Bridge  disaster.  No  wonder  it  had  pro- 
duced a  feeling  of  anxietj  in  his  (Mr. 
Fender's)  mind  lest  there  should  be  loss 
Hon.  Mr.  Ferrier. 


of  life  •xi  the  road  through  neglect.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  believed  that  the 
wheels  had  been  testtnl,  it  would  not 
have  led  him  to  make  such  a  statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN  repeated  that 
he  had  merely  wished  to  coAvey  to  the 
House  the  idea  that  a  person  travelling 
on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  might  not 
have  heard  the  testing  o£  the  wheels,  just 
as  ke  had  not  observed  it  at  this  end. 
He  had  not  intended  to  say  that  it  had 
not  been  done. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
hvA  recollection  was  that  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Londonderry  had  simply  stated  that 
he  had  not  heard  the  wheels  examined. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  thought  that  after 
the  distinct  disclaimer  of  the  hon.  Sena- 
tor from  Londonderry,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Ferrier),  who  took  a 
deep  and  natural  interest  in  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  ought  to  be  per^ctly 
satisfied. 

The  matter  then  dropped. 

The  House  adjourned  at  3.35  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Friday,  February  20th,  1880. 

The   Speaker   took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

TREATIES  OF   COMMERCE    AND   NAVI- 
GATION. 

MOTION   FOR  A   RETURN, 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU  moved  :— 
*<  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  tc^ 
His  Excellency  the  Govemor-Oeneral,  pray- 
ing that  His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid 
before  this  House  a  list  of  all  Treaties  of  Com- 
merce and  Navigation  between  Great  Britain 
and  foreign  powers,  containing  «  most  fieivored 
nation  "  clauses  ;  stating  the  period  when  ter- 
minable, and  shewing  .whether  they  apply  to 
British  Colonies." 

Speaking  in  French,  he  said — This  is 
not  a  new  subject.  It  is  one  which  I 
brought  before  this  hon.  House  last 
session  and  on  other  occasions,  believing 
that  the  publication  of  an  abstract  of 
those  treaties  would  be  of  great  advantage 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Treaties  of  Commerce        [February  20,  1880. J  and  Navigation.         7^ 


to  all  persons  in  this  country  engaged  in 
trade,  commerce,  navigation  and  agi'icnl- 
ture.  It  would  enable  them  to  under- 
stand the  rights,  privileges  and  immuni- 
ties which  they  enjoy  under  certain  of 
those  treaties.  Last  session,  on  the  1st 
of  April,  I  moA'ed  an  address  similar  to 
this,  but  was  informed  by  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  that  there  were  no 
such  documents  in  the  possession  of  the 
Government.  I  believe  that,  in  reply 
to  an  address  moved  in  'the  Imperial 
Parliament  on  the  9th  of  May  last,  a  re- 
turn was  brought  down  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  giving  the  very  information 
which  I  require,  and  has  been 
printed  for  circulation.  I  have 
now  a  copy  of  it  before  me,  and  I 
observe  that  in  the  commercial  treaties 
between  Great  Britain  and  forty-three 
different  nations,  twenty-eight  British 
colonies  enjoy  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  those  treaties,  or  of  parts  of  them.  Be- 
tween the  extremes  of  tree  trade  and 
protection  there  is  a  middle  course, 
which  is  sometimes  recognized  as  neces- 
sary, and  leads  to  the  negotiation  of 
commercial  treaties.  Thus  we  find  a 
treaty  of  commerce  between  France, 
which  has  a  high  protective  tariff,  and 
England,  whose  policy  is  free  trade.  It 
is  very  important  to  our  merchants  and 
others  engaged  in  trade  in  this  country 
to  ascertain  what  those  nghts,  privileges 
and  immunities  are,  and  to  know  on 
what  conditions  they  can  enter  into 
trade  with  those  countries.  Fortunately 
for  the  Dominion,  we  are  not  weighted 
down  with  the  burdens  which  press 
European  countries.  We  are  not  obliged 
to  maintain  large  armies,  and  we  have 
none  of  those  turbulent  populations 
within  our  borders  which  cause  so  much 
trouble  in  the  old  world.  Our  Govern- 
ment and  our  institutions  are  so  free 
that  there  is  no  danger  of  such  dreadful 
events  as  take  place  in  Russia  so  fre- 
quently, as,  for  instance,  the  late  das- 
tardly attempt  to  destroy  the  Czar  and 
his  family.  To  the  |)eople  of  the  old 
world  we  offer  homes  in  our  vast  and 
fertile  NoHh-West  and  the  advantages 
which  we  enjoy  as  citizens  of  a  free 
cojmtry.  The  object  of  my  motion 
is  to  have  this  return  of  the  British 
House  of  Commons  laid  officially  be- 
fore this  House,  in  order  that  it  may  be 
referred  to  the  Printing  Committee  with 
Hon,  Mr.  Bureau. 


a  view  to   haviag  it  re-published  for  cir- 
culation throughout  the  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CHRISTIE— I  hope  the 
Government  will  yield  to  the  request  of 
my  hon  friend.  The  papera  which  he 
asks  for  are  very  important  to  the  whole 
community,  and  purticularly  so  to  every 
man  employed  in  business.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  return  made  to  an  Address 
by  the  House  of  Commons  in  England, 
and  communicated  to  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament by  command  of  Her  Majesty. 
It  is  dated  May  9th,  1879,  and'  contains 
the  information  asked  for  in  the  motion 
of  my  hon.  friend.  The  difficulty,  as 
the  hon.  knight  at  the  bead  of  the 
Government  in  thi«  House  will  see, 
is  to  obtain  this  information  unless^ 
brought  down  to  our  own  Parliament. 
It  would  be  of  great  service  to  the  people 
of  the  whole  Dominion  were  the  Govern- 
ment to  consent  to  the  motion  made  by 
my  hon.  friend,  and  have  the  information 
brought  within  our  reach  by  being  placed 
on  the  table  of  the  Senate.  The  print- 
ing will  not  be  a  very  costly  affair,  and, 
as  it  16  a  matter  of  great  importance,  it 
could  be  at  once  sent  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  Printing. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Of 
course,  the  Government  have  no  objec- 
tion to  bringing  down  the  retura  asked 
for,  the  object  being  to  lay  it  before  the 
H«use  in  order  that  it  may  be  referred 
to  the  Printing  Committee.  It  will  be 
for  the  Comnrittee  to  determine  whether 
it  should  be  printed  or  not.  The  hon- 
gentleman  (Mr.  Bureau)  thought,  last 
session,  that  these  papers  might  have  been 
brought  down  by  us,  but,  as  we  told  him 
then,  we  had  no  such  documents  in  the 
archives  of  the  Dominion.  There 
were  no  special  means  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  to  bring  down 
those  treaties,  and,  therefore,  we  were 
not  able  to  assent  to  his  motion,  under 
the  apprehension  that  we  might  not  be 
able  to  furnish  the  information.  The 
subject  is,  of  course,  an  exceedingly  im- 
portant one,  and  it  may  be  very  desirable 
that  portions  of  these  treaties  be  pub- 
lished, but  I  cannot  think  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  print  all  that  is  found  in 
this  return  submitted  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
address. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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*'  TurkiJi  Empire" 


A  QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  wish  to  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  I 
make  an  explanation  personal  to  myself. 
In  the  debate  on  the  Address  in  reply 
to  His  Excellency's  Speech,  my  hon.  col- 
league from  Halifax  used  language  that 
was  somewhat  stronger  than  was  called 
for.  I  did  not  answer  in  the  same  man- 
ner because  I  felt  certain  that  he  was 
\mder  a  misapprehension  of  the  facts. 
When  my  hon.  friend  had  concluded  his 
remaiks,  I  explained  to  him  and  to  the 
House  that  he  had  altogether  misunder- 
stood me,  and  that  I  had  not  desired  in 
any  way  to  reflect  on  him  in  my 
remarks.  In  the  official  report  of  the 
debates,  my  hon.  friend  is  i*eported  to 
have  said,  '^  I  apologise  if  I  have  said 
anything  offensive."  I  was  perfectly 
satisfied.  J  had  a  conversation  with 
my  colleague  that  day,  after  the  House 
had  arisen,  or  the  next  forenoon,  and 
explained  to  him  that  the  statement 
he  had  made  had  no  foundation  in  fact. 
I  understood  him  to  accei)t  my  explana- 
tion, and,  after  his  doing  so,  I  did  not 
expect  that  his  statement  would  appear 
in  the  official  report.  I  was  going  to 
bring  the  matter  before  the  House  yes- 
terday, but  for  tho  fact  that  my  hon. 
colleague  was  absent  at  the  time.  He  is 
reported  as  having  said  : — 

«  That,  I  thought,  came  with  a  very  ill  taste 
from  the  hon.  gentleman,  whose  father  was  a 
member  for  the  county  of  Halifox  for  ten 
years,  and  made  no  speeches  daring  that  time 
except  two,  which  were  written,  and  said  to 
have  been  inspired  by  a  gentleman  not  a 
hundred  miles  from  me  just  now." 

I  understood  my  hon.  colleague  to  refer 
to  myself  as  being  the  '^  gentleman  not  a 
hundred  miles  "  from  him.  I  wish  now 
to  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  state- 
ment that  my  lather  made  only  two 
speeches  in  ten  years  is  altogether  incor- 
rect ;  and  in  the  second  place,  that  the 
statement  that  those  speeches,  or  any  of 
his  speeches,  were  inspired  by  me  or  by 
anyone  else,  except  the  late  member  for 
Halifax  himself,  is  altogether  unfounded 
in  fact 

Hon.  Mr.  ALMON — ^The  reason  why 
it  was  published  is  that  I  had  no  power 
to  alter  the  report  of  my  speech,  and 
could  not  say  things  in  the  printed  report 
of  my  speech  that  I  had  not  said  in  the 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  Campbell. 


House.  What  I  intended  to  say  in  my 
remarks  wi^  that  the  hon.  gentleman's 
father,  like  myself,  was  not  an  eloquent 
man  ;  but  I  stated  that  he  was  a  man  of 
business,  and  that  the  people  of  Halifax, 
apart  from  his  politics,  thought  the  com- 
merce and  trade  of  their  city  were  safe 
in  his  hands.  I  did  not  say  that  the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  father 
were  inspired  by  anybody.  I  stated  that 
they  were  said  to  have  been  inspired, 
and  I  say  so  now.  That  was  the  report, 
and  it  had  not  been  denied  up  to  that 
time.  I  stated  that  it  was  said  they  Lad 
been  inspired  by  a  certain  person,  but, 
that  person  having  denied  it,  I  take  bis 
assertion  as  correct. 

The  matter  then  dropped. 

The  House  adjourned  at  3.30  p.m. 


THE   SENATE. 

Monday,  February  23rd,  1880, 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o^clock. 

NEW  SENATOR  INTRODUCED. 

Hon.  HUGH  NELSON,  the  newly- 
appointed  Senator  from  British  Columbia, 
was  introduced  and,  having  taken  the 
oath  prescribed  by  law,  took  his  seat. 

The  House  adjourned  at  3.20  p.m. 


THE   SENATE. 

Tuesday,  February  S^th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  thi*ee 
o'clock.  / 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  intro- 
duced a  Bill  further  to  amend  the  Acts 
therein  mentioned  respecting  the  Militia 
and  Defence  oi  the  Dominion. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

THE  LOSS  OF  THE  «  TURKISH  EMPIRE.^' 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN  called  attention  to 
tlie  third  paragraph,  on  the  forty-third 
page  of  the  Annual  Report  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  which  was 
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laid  on  the  table  of  the  Senate  tins  ses- 
sion by  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  -V'ilitia, 
and  which  is  as  follows  : — 

"The  English  ship  Tttrkish  Empire^  1,502 
tons  registered  tonnage,  sailed  from  8t.  John, 
N.B.,  on  the  6th  March  last,  bound  for  Dublin, 
^ith  a  cargo  of  deals.  The  ship  had  a  heavy 
Hfit,  and  shortly  after  the  tug  left  her  it  was 
found  she  was  too  tender  to  carry  even  a  small 
am  «nnt  of  sail.  An  effort  was  then  made  to 
return  to  port,  but  the  ship  would  not  answer 
her  helm,  and  drifted  all  night  before  a  heavy 
gale  of  wind  accompanied  by  snow,  and  struck 
the  next  forenoon  upon  Big  Duck  Island, 
<jrrand  Manan,  in  the  Bay  of  Fundy.  After 
striking,  the  ship  commenced  to  break  up,  and 
the  survivors  got  to  the  shore  on  pieces  of  the 
wreck,  and  were  kindly  cared  for  by  the  only 
residents  of  the  island,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Smith. 
By  this  casualty,  seven  lives  were  lost.  The 
vessel  was  23  years  old  and  was  classed  A  1} 
in  the  American  Record.  She  was  valued  at 
$30,000,  and  the  cargo  was  valued  $10,000," 

And  inquired  whether  or  not  there  is 
an  inspector  of  outward-l)oiind  ships  and 
cargoes  at  the  Port  of  St.  John,  New- 
Brunswick  ;  and,  if  so,  from  "what  au- 
thority such  officer  receives  his  instruc- 
tions, and  to  whom  he  is  responsible  for 
the  proper  and  efficient  conduct  of  his 
dnties  %  He  said  :  I  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  paragraph  to-day  in 
the  interests  of  humanity.  We  have 
here  an  account  of  a  shi|>  which  was 
wrecked  just  after  kIh*  left  jx)rt.  For 
this  reason  1  consider  that  she  must  have 
been  ba-Jly  laden  and  un seaworthy  at 
starting,  and  the  fact  that  seven  Jives 
were  lost  in  such  a  way  ap[>ear8  to  me  to 
call  for  the  serious  attention  of  the 
Hoose.  The  Turkish  EmptrCy  it  appears, 
lefb  the  Port  of  St.  John  with  a  heavy 
list,  and  was  in  such  a  state  that  she 
was  unable  to  carry  sail  after  the  tug 
boat  left  her.  She  was  in  sight  of  St. 
John,  and  might  have  returned  if  she  had 
been  in  a  seaworthy  condition.  1  may 
observe  that  there  is  no  mention  in  this 
paragraph  of  the  name  of  the  owner,  or 
of  the  mastor  of  the  ship  wJio  was  in 
command  of  her,  nor  is  it  stated  whetjier 
he  was  one  of  the  seven  who  were 
drowned.  If  his  life  was  saved  it  ap- 
)>ear8  to  nie  a  very  singular  thing  that 
no  inquiry  was  uia<le  into  the 
circnmstances  of  the  cjitaslropho.  The 
condition  in  which  we  send  our  ships 
to  sea  from  our  ports  is  a  matter  in  which 
the  interests  of  the  Dominion  are  largely 
involved.  We  know  that  in  England 
endeavors  have  been  mad^  to  rectify  the 
Uon.  il>r.  litftit. 


shocking  negligence  which  has  hitherto 
been  prevalent  in  the  equipping  and  send- 
ing vessels  to  sea.  Mr.  Piimsoll,  notably, 
has  distinguished  himself  by  the  inquir- 
ies which  he  has  made  as  to  the  state  of 
ships  going  to  sea,  and  he  has  earned  for 
himself  a  great  deal  of  ci*edit  for  his  ex- 
ertions in  establishing  stringent  regula- 
tions for  the  proper  iitting  out  of  ships, 
and  thereby  doing  much  towards  saving 
life  and  property.  By  my  inquiry  to-day 
I  wish  to  ascertain  whether  thera  is  any 
person  at  the  Port  of  St.  John  to  examine 
vessels  loading  and  going  to  sea,  and,  if 
so,  what  is  the  nature  of  his  instructions. 
So  far  as  can  be  seen  from  the  report  of 
the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  no 
inquiry  was  made  into  the  circumstances 
of  this  shipwr(*ck.  In  other  instances  of 
wrecks,  I  Mnd  that  enquit  ies  were  institut- 
ed by  oi-der  ot  the  Minister,  and  penalties 
were  inflicted  by  the  Department  on  the 
commanding  officers.  I  think  every  gen- 
tleman in  this  House  will  admit  that  this 
was  a  case  which  demanded  investigation, 
and  if  the  owner  or  master  survived  he 
ought  to  have  been  punished  for  allowing 
the  vessel  to  go  to  sea  in  so  wretched  a 
condition.  In  the  Port  of  Montreal  there 
is  an  inspector  or  port  warden  to  examine 
outward-bound  vessels,  and  it  was  my 
knowledge  of  how  necessary  sucli  pre- 
cautions wei'e  considered  there  that  drew 
my  attention  to  the  manner  in  which 
this  ship  was  allowed  to  go  to  sea.  1 
shall  read  to  the  House  the  rule  which 
regulates  the  duties  of  the  Port  Warden 
of  Montreal.  It  was  made  at  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Montreal, 
and  is  as  follows  : — 

"  RuLi  21. — The  master  of  any  vessel  wholly 
or  partly  laden  with  grain  for  any  port  not 
within  the  limits  of  inland  navigation,  shall, 
before  proceeding  on  his  voyage,  Oi*  clearing 
at  the  Custom  Uouse  for  the  same,  notify  the 
Port  Warden,  whose  duty  it  shall  then  be  to 
proceed  on  board  such  vessel  and  examine 
whether  she  is  in  a  fit  state  to  proceed  to  sea 
or  not ;  if  she  is  found  unfits  the  Port  Warden 
shall  state  in  what  paiticnlar,  and  on  what 
conditions  only  she  will  be  deemed  in  a  fit 
state  to  leave,  and  shall  notify  the  master  not 
to  leave  the  port  until  the  required  conditions 
have  been  fulfilled  ;  and  in  case  of  the  master 
refusing  or  n'eglecting  to  fulfil  the  same,  the 
Port  Warden  shall  notify  the  Collector  of  Cus- 
toms, in  order  that  no  clearance  may  bo 
granted  for  the  vessel  until  such  required 
condition  has  been  fulfilled,  and  a  certificate 
thereof  granted  by  the  Port  Warden  or  hii 
deputy." 
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T  may  state,  however,  that  this  rule 
refei-8  to  vessels  laden  with  f^rain.  The 
Turkish  Empire  was  laden  with  deals, 
and,  therefore,  this  rule  would  noi  apply 
to  her,  even  in  the  Port  of  Montreal, 
hut  still  I  wibh  to  learn  whether  there 
are  any  ])ort  wardens  or  officers  perform- 
ing similar  duties  in  the  Port  of  St. 
John,  and,  if  so,  from  whom  they  receive 
their  instructions,  and  what  their  resjula- 
tions,  if  any,  are.  It  appears  to  me  that 
it  will  inure  greatly  to  the  benefit  of  our 
trade,  and  of  our  sea  ports,  if  we  make  it 
known  to  Euroi)e,  and  England  more 
especially,  that  we  do  not  allow  ships 
to  leave  our  ]>orts  unless  they  are  rightly 
equipped  and  loaded  and  in  seaworthy 
condition.  1  do  not  know  with  whom 
the  fault  may  lie,  or  who  is  to  blame  in 
the  present  case,  and  I  do  not  bring  the 
matter  up  now  in  any  spirit  of  fault-find- 
ing ;  but  I  think  that  every  member  of 
this  House  will  admit  that,  where  such 
an  accident  as  this  could  have  been  so 
easily  prevented,  and  where,  almost  in 
sight  of  the  port,  seven  lives  were  lost  the 
morning  after  the  vessel  sailed,  it  is  a 
case  which  calls  for  interference  and  in- 
quiry on  the  part  of  the  proper  authori- 
ties. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  has  called  attention  to  a  very 
sad  accident  by  which  seven  lives  were 
lost.  The  responsibility  for  it,  however, 
rests  with  the  owner  and  captain  of  the 
vessel  and  in  no  sense  with  the  Govern- 
ment or  the  authorities  at  St.  John.  The 
law  makes  no  provision  for  the  examina- 
tion of  any  vessel  going  to  sea  except  in 
two  cases — one  where  there  is  a  deck 
load,  and  the  other  when  the  cargo  is 
wholly  or  partially  grain.  The  Turkish 
Empire  carried  no  deck  load  and  was  not 
laden  with  grain,  and  her  sailing  could 
not,  therefore,  have  been  interfei-ed  with. 
The  loss  of  life  was  so  sad  that,  on  seeing 
the  motion  on  the  paper,  I  went  to  the 
Marine  and  Fisheries  Department  and 
obtained  the  following  memorandum  : — 

«  There  is  no  Government  Inspector  of  out- 
ward-bound ships  and  cargoes  at  the  Port  of 
St.  John,  New  Brunswick.  The  Canadian  Act 
26th  Vict  Chap.  56,  provides  that  no  vessel 
sailing  after  the  Ist  of  October  and  before  the 
16th  of  March,  shall  carry  any  square  or  round 
timber  on  deck,  or  any  description  of  cargo  to 
any  height  exceeding  three  feet  above  the 
deck,  from  any  port  in  Canada  to  any  port  in 

Jlon,  Mr.  Ryan. 


Europe,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Customs 
Officer  to  ascertain  that  this  law  is  observed 
before  granting  a  clearance  to  the  vessel.  If 
the  vessel,  however,  has  no  deck  load  at  all, 
no  further  inspection  is  necessary,  and  the 
vessel  may  clear  and  go  to  sea  without  any 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  Customs  auth- 
orities. 

«'  In  the  case  of  the  ship  TurkUh  Empire^  she 
was  a  three-decked  vessel,  and  carried  all  her 
cargo  under  the  upper  deck.  Conseqwently* 
the  Customs  authorities  did  not  require  to 
make  any  inspection  of  the  vessel  before  clear- 
ing, beyond  ascertaining  that  all  her  cargo 
was  below  deck. 

«<The  vessel  alluded  to  was  registered  in 
London,  England ;  waA  1,502  tons  register;  was 
built  in  1856,  and  was  therefore  twenty-three 
years  old  at  the  time  of  her  loss.  She  had  a 
wooden  bottom  and  frame  top ;  sides  of  iron 
plate,  and  she  was  loaded  with  deals.  It  ap- 
pears the  vessel  was  perfectly  tight  and  well 
stowed,  and  the  pilot  reports  that  when  she 
sailed  she  was  a  little  by  the  head,  a  little  ten- 
der, and  was  in  fair  trim.  The  gale  struck 
her  heavily,  accompanied  with  thick  snow,  last- 
ing in  all  about  fifteen  or  twenty  hours.  She 
could  carry  but  very  little  sail,  as  it  blew  a 
perfect  gale,  and  a  fearful  sea  was  running. 
Consequently,  the  ship  only  drifted,  and  tiie 
pilot  saw,  many  hours  before  the  accident,  that 
she  must  strike  unless  a  change  of  wind  and 
weather  took  place.  The  pilot  was  examined 
before  a  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
Pilotage  authority  of  St.  John,  N.B.,  and  was 
acquitted  of  all  blame  in  the  matter,  and  it 
appears  he  behaved  well.  I  understand  she 
was  an  old  steamer,  rebuilt  and  altered  into  a 
sailing  vessel. 

*'  It  does  not  appear  that  there  was  anybody 
responsible,  or  to  blame  for  the  loss  of  the 
vessel,  and  no  Government  authorities  had  any 
right  to  interfere  with  her  sailing,  or  examine 
into  tho  question  of  her  seaworthiness,  as  she 
had  no  deck  load. 

•  «  In  the  case  of  grain-laden  vessels  sailing 
from  Montreal,  they  are  not  allowed  to  proceed 
to  sea  until  the  Port  Warden  has  pronounced 
them  loaded  according  to  law  and  seaworthy . 
"  Wm.  Smith, 
"Deputy  Minister  of  Marine,  etc. 

t«N.B. — No  complaint  was  made  to  the 
Minii^ter  of  Marine  that  the  vessel  was  defec- 
tive in  any  way,  or  unseaworthy,  or  unfit  to 
proceed  to  sea,  under  the  26th  Section  of  the 
Canadian  Act,  36  Vict.,  Chap.  128. 

«  Department  of  Marine,  etc. 

'<  Ottawa,  23rd  February,  1880." 

So  that  it  would  seem  that  nobody  wa» 
to  blame,  so  far  as  the  (Government 
authorities  were  concerned.  Whether 
or  not  the  law  shonld  be  changed,  so  that 
all  vessels  should  be  subject  to  exami- 
nation before  going  to  sea,  is  a  matter 
for  consideration.  I  am  not  in  a  j)0- 
sition  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon  it. 
But  as  the  law  now  stands,  there  was  no 
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authoritj  to  interfere  with  the  sailing  of 
this  ship. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN — I  am  only  sorry 
that  it  should  be  so,  and  I  think  it 
behooves  the  Government  of  the  Do- 
minioo  to  change  the  law  and  appoint 
persons  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  inspect 
such  vessels.  But  there  is  a  discrepancy 
between  the  rei>ort  of  the  Minister  which 
I  quoted  and  the  memorandum  just 
now  read  by  the  Minister  of  Militia. 
The  former  states  that  the  vessel  had  a 
"  heavy  list,"  and  that  she  was  found  to 
be  "  too  tender  to  cany  even  a  small 
amount  of  sail."  The  memorandum  says 
that  "  she  was  a  little  by  the  head,  a 
little  tender,  and  was  in  fair  trim."  Now, 
if  she  was  in  such  a  condi- 
tion as  is  stated  in  the  Minister's 
report,  I  think  it  was  the  duty 
even  of  the  pilot  to  have  repoited  it  and 
refused  to  take  her  to  sea.  I  should 
like  also  to  know  if  the  captain  of  the 
ship  was  among  the  surviverst 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
My  hon.  friend  did  not  give  notice  of 
that  question,  and  I  did  not  get  tlie 
information. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN — It  is  necessary  to 
know  that,  because  if  he  survived,  in- 
quiry should  have  been  made  and  he 
should  have  been  punished. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLEL  AN— The  captain 
was  drowned. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN— I  find  that  in  the 
case  of  the  iron  steamship  Virginia  and 
the  iroa  steamer  Quebec^  inquiries  were 
instituted  by  Government.  In  the  latter, 
the  captain  had  his  certificate  of  com- 
petency suspended  lor  three  months.  I 
think  that  an  inquiry  might  have  been 
made  in  this  case  also.  The  pilot  de- 
served censure  for  having  taken  a  ship  to 
sea  in  so  unseaworthy  a  condition. 

SENATOp  FABRE'S  MISSION. 
INQUIRY  AND   MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU  (in  the  absence 
of  Hon.  Mr.  Thibaudbau)  inquired  : — 

«  In  what  capacity  Senator  Fabre  is  now  en- 
gaged in  Paris  7  Under  what  authority  was 
he  appointed  a  representative  of  Canada  in 
Paris?" 

ffon.  Sir  Alex,  Campbdl, 


Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  whose  name  has 
been  mentioned  was  not  appointed  a  re- 
presentative of  Canada.  I  will  put  the 
House  in  possession  of  the  facts :  Mr. 
Fabre  was  about  to  pay  a  visit  to  Paris 
at  the  time  when  negotiations  were 
going  on  between  the  representatives  of 
the  Canadian  Government  there,  Sir. 
Alexander  Gait  and  Col.  Bernard,  and  the 
French  ^^(Jovernment,  having  for  their 
object  the  obtaining  of  such  a  reduction^ 
in  the  duties  on  Canadian  shipping  goings; 
into  France,  to  be  comi>ensated  for  by  a- 
reduction  upon  products  of  France  com- 
ing into  Canada,  as  would  tend  to  im- 
prove the  commercial  relations  between 
this  country  and  France.  We  thought, 
from  Mr.  Fabre's  long  residence  in 
France,  and  from  his  intimate  knowledge 
of  that  country,  and  of  its  leading  public 
men,  it  might  be  useful  to  us  to 
obtain  the  assistance  which  he 
could  render  to  our  representatives 
in  mastering  the  details  of  these 
mattei*8  and  compiling  such  information 
and  papers  as  might  be  valuable  for  Sir 
Alexander  Gait  and  Col.  Bernard  in  con- 
ducting their  negotiations.  He  was^ 
therefore,  requested  to  render  to  Canada 
this  service,  and  it  was  intimated  to  him^ 
that  his  expenses  would  be  paid  for  so 
doing.  He  stands  in  no  other  relation  to 
the  Government  of  Canada  than  that 
which  I  have  described.  It  was  intimated 
to  him  that,  as  he  occupied  a  seat  in  this 
House,'  no  remuneration  could  be  given, 
to  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU  fin  the  absence- 
of  Hon.  Mr.  TniBAUDyBAU)  moved  : — 

<<  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Goyemor-General,  pray- 
ing that  His  Excellency  will  cause  to  he  laid 
before  this  House  copies  of  all  correspondence 
between  any  Department  of  the  Government 
of  Canada  and  Senator  Fabre,  togetlier  with 
the  amount  of  compensation  paid  him  for 
travelling  and  other  expenses  up  to  th» 
present  time." 

He  said  :  I  have  only  a  few  remarks  to 
offer  upon  this  subject.  I  see  that, 
among  the  unforeseen  expenses,  the  sum 
of  $500  was  paid  for  a  confidential  report 
furnished  by  Senator  Fabre;  that  another 
sum  of  $500  was  paid  for  his  travelling 
expenses,  and  that  a  third  item  of  $1^00- 
was  paid  to  Senator  Fabre's  agent,  mak- 
ing altogether  $1 ,500.    I  can  only  express. 
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the  seutiments  of  ray  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Thibaudeuu)  in  saying  that  it  seoms  to  us 
very  extra  )rdinary  that  a  member  of  ihis 
House  should  be  engaged  in  such  a  way, 
ond  that  he  should  be  absent  from  the 
Senate  while  it  is  in  session.  I  suppose 
no  opposition  will  be  made  to  giving  the 
House  the  documents  asked  for.  We  are 
deeply  interested  in  having  a  treaty  of 
commerce  with  France,  and  we  learn 
through  the  nevvspapeu-s  that  the  duty  of 
forty  francs  per  ton  on  Canadian  shipping 
has  been  reduced  to  the  same  rate  as  is 
charged  upon  English  vessels,  viz :  two 
fi-anes  j)er  ton. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Perhaps  the 
lender  of  the  Government  will  be  able  to 
tell  us  whether  he  can  confirm  the  very 
pleasing  intelligence  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  re.^erred  to,  and  which  we 
have  all  read  in  the  newspapers — tha'i  the 
duty  on  Canadian  vessels  has  been 
reduce<l  to  two  fi*aucs  per  ton  ] 

Hon.  »Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
With  reference  to  the  remark  which 
fell  from  the  hon.  Senator  from  DeLori- 
niier  as  to  the  employment  of  a 
member  of  this  House  upon  such 
a  mission  as  has  been  alluded  to, 
I  can  see  no  objection  to  it.  It  is 
not  an  unusual  thing  to  ask  a  member  of 
Parliament  to  undertake  a  public  duty 
of  this  kind,  or,  at  all  events,  a  similar 
kind.  The  opportunities  which  members 
of  this  House  have  of  serving  their 
country  in  such  a  way  are  sufficiently 
limited,  and  I  do  not  see  that  we,  of  all 
l>eople,  should  try  to  diminish  those  o])- 
jwrtunities.  Suppose '  Mr.  Fabre  had 
been  a  member  ot  the  House  of  Commons 
instead  of  being  a  member  of  the  Senate, 
there  would  have  been  no  objection  to  em- 
ploying him  in  this  way.  We  had  here, 
for  instance,  since  last  summer, 
two  members  of  the  English  Parliament 
who  were  visiting  this  country  as  mem- 
bers of  a  Koyal  Commission  on  the 
English  agricultural  interests.  Of 
course,  their  expenses  were  paid  by  the 
British  Government,  and  no  objection 
was  taken  in  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
and  there  is  no  objection  to  it  in  principle. 
Mr.  Fabre's  absence  from  the  Senate  is 
controlled  only  by  statute  and  his  own 
sense  of  his  duty  in  this  House.  I  do 
not  feel  that  we  need  to  be  more  careful 
/Ton.  Mr.  Bureau, 


about  such  subjects  than  he  himself  is. 
With  reference  to  the  suggestion  made 
by  my  hon.  friend,  as  to  the  probable  re- 
sult of  our  efforts  in  Fi*ance  to  secure  a 
reduction  of  the  duties  on  Canadian 
shipping,  I  have  no  special  information 
to  give.  When  these  negotiations 
were  first  l>eing  carried  on,  it 
was  with  a  view  to  securing 
a  reduction  of  the  duties  upon  Canadian  % 
shipping,  and  they  had  reached  such  a 
stage  last  year  as  to  have  obtained  the 
informal  assent  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment, and  the  proposed  reduction 
was  presented  by  them  to  the 
Chamber  of  Deputies.  The  matter  was 
there  postponed  with  the  view  to  hh.ving 
a  general  revision  of  the  commercial 
treaties  of  f^rance  on  the  same  subject 
with  other  countries.  We  have  not 
heard,  except  through  newspaper  reports, 
of  progress  made  in  the  enlarged  n^o- 
tiations,  and  I  am  not  able  to  give 
my  hon.  friend  any  specific  information 
on  the  subject.  There  is  no  objection  to 
the  addixsss. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  3.45  p.m. 


THE  SENATK 
Wediiesdai/,  February  25tJi,  1880, 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

After  routine  proceedings,  there  being 
no'  notices  on  the  order  paper,  the  House 
was  adjourned  during  pleasure,  and 
shortly  afterwards  resumed. 

THE  DISTRESS  IN  IRELAND. 

A    MESSAGE    TO    THE     GOVERNOR-GEN ERAL 
ADOPTED. 

The  following  Message  was  received 
from  the  House  of  Commons  :  — 

"  Mat  it  Pleasi  Tour  Exobllinot  : 

"  We,  Her  Majesty's  dutiful  and  loyal  sub- 
jects, the  Commons  of  Canada,  in  Parliament 
assembled,  beg  leave  to  approach  Tour  Excel* 
lency  with  the  expression  of  our  deep  sympa- 
thy on  hehalf  of  our  fellow-snhjects  in  1 1  eland, 
who,  on  account  of  the  failure  of  the  crops, 
and  the  prevailing  destitution  amongst  ^e 
laboring  classes  in  that  part  of  the  United 
Kiugdom,  have  been  subjected  to  grievous 
want  and  destitution. 
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«  We  have,  upon  the  invitation  of  Your 
Excellency,  cordially  and  unanimously  con- 
earred  in  a  proposal  to  grant  to  Her  Majesty 
the  earn  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollai-s  for 
the  relief  of  the  present  gcrat  distress  in 
Ireland ;  We  pray  Your  Excel  If  ncy  to  cause 
the  iasue  ol  this  amount  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  for  this  purpose ;  and  we  assure 
Your  Excellency  that  we  will  hereafter  cheer- 
fully agree  to  the  necessary  propositions  for 
making  good  this  appropriation,  aecording  to 
Uw." 

Hon.SirALEX.CAMPBELL— la  Uie 
reply  to  the  Speech  from  the  Thwne,  the 
House  wUlingly  pledged  itself  to  give  its 
bestoonsideration  to  the  paragraph  which 
saggeeted  that  dome  material  assistance 
should  be  sent  to  our  suffering  fellow- 
subjects  in  Ireland.  The  sum  which  has 
been  voted  in  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature  will,  I  think,  in  the  opinion 
of  hon.  members  of  this  House,  fairly 
meet  the  claims  of  the  destitute  there, 
upon  our  consideration,  as  the  circum- 
stances of  the  Dominion  /will  permit. 
Some  criticism  has  been  indulged  in  else- 
where with  reference  to  this  point,  but  I 
think  it  will  be  generally  held  that  the 
Ctovernment  has  fixed  on  what  our 
countrymen  in  Quebec  call  the  "juste 
milieu  "  in  the  matter.  With  regard  to 
the  disposition  of  the  money,  it  h  is  been 
thought  best  by  the  Government  to  plaoc 
it  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  who  is  better  informed 
than  we  can  be  in  this  country  as  to  the 
best  means  by  which  our  succour  can 
reach  the  destitute,  for  which  it  is  in- 
tended. Suggestions  have  reached  us 
from  Ireland  on  this  point,  and  replies 
have  been  sent  to  those  who  have  made 
them  that  their  suggestions  will  be  trans- 
mitted to  the  fciecretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  and  will,  no  doubt,  assist  him 
in  deciding  as  to  thu  application  of  our 
aid.  I  am  quite  sure  that  1  need  not  say 
another  word  to  press  upon  the  House 
its  assent  to  this  address  to  His  Excel- 
lency. I  therpfore  move,  seconded  by 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Scott,  that  this  I(4)use  con- 
curs in  the  address. 

Hen.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  cordially  endorse 
the  action  of  the  Government  in  the  step 
they  have  taken  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, and  I  should  not  be  disposed  to 
disapprove  had  tho  ar::ount  appropriated 
been  lar^^er.  However,  it  is  a  fair  con- 
tribution, aided,  as  it  will  ba,  largely  by 
private  subscriptions  from  al^l  paints  of 
Message* 


the' Dominion,  and  aided  also,  I  aa^  glad 
to  observe,  by  the  grant  from  Ontario. 
I  notice  thji»t  $20,000  has  been  voted  by 
the  Provincial  Legislature  for  a  similar 
purpose.  I  also  acquiesce  in  the  opinion 
expressed  by  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  it  is  proper  to  send  the  money 
to  the  Colonial  Secretary.  There  is  a 
good  deal  of  discussion  in  the  papers  aa 
to  the  best  means  of  reaching  the  dis- 
tressed people  in  Ireland.  I  am  inclined 
to  think  that  a  good  deal  of  that  cKticism 
has  been  uncalled  for.  I  cannot  believe 
that  any  body  of  persons  acting  upon  any 
ot  the  relief  commit ''<ees  could  prostitute 
their  positions  to  tho  base  purposes  as- 
cribed to  them.  Under  all  the  circum- 
stances I  think  that  the  Government 
have  adopted  the  best  channel,  and  that 
their  coui'se  will  remove  any  manner  of 
doubt  as  to  how  this  aid  from  Canada 
will  be  distributed.  I  myself  have  con- 
fidence in  the  sevei-al  committees 
that  have  been  organized  in  Ireland. 
Through  either  the  Mansion  Mouse  Com- 
mittee or  that  presided  over  by  the 
Duchess  of  Marlborough,  or  through  the 
medium  of  the  Catholic  hierarchy,  the 
contributions  will  be  sure  to  i^each  the 
sufferers,  and  by  the  channel  now  pio- 
posed  the  contribution  will  ultimately 
reach  one  of  those  mediums  of  distribu- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  am 
sure  that  there  will  not  be  any  di8senti«.^nt 
voice,  in  this  House,  in  adopting  tho 
resolution  under  consideration.  We  all 
deplore  the  distress  which  exists  in 
Ireland,  and  all  approve  of  the  voting  of 
this  amount,  and  the  transmitting  of  it  iu 
the  manner  proposed  to  England, 
While  making  this  remark,  I  desire  to 
throw  out  a  suggestion  in  con- 
nection with  the  subject.  We  are 
now  entering  on  a  very  large  ex- 
penditure in  British  Columbia  for 
the  construction  of  a  railway  from 
New  Westminster  to  Karaloops,  and  we 
are  all  aware  that  there  is  a  very  great 
difficulty  in  obtaining  suitable  laborerrt 
for  that  work.  We  cannot  forget  that, 
while  entering  upon  that  Urge  expendi- 
ture to  fulfil  our  engagements  to  British 
Columbia,  it  will  be  of  the  utmost  mo- 
ment that  we  try  to  throw  into  that 
country  a  large  population  to  use  such 
public  works  and  develop  that  beautiful 
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and  healthful  region.  And  I  am  sure 
that  some  scheme  might  be  inaugurated 
by  the  Government  and  the  contractors, 
both  sharing  the  responsibility  and  ex- 
pense,  whereby  hartly,  sober  and  indus- 
trious men  and  families  might  he  induced 
*o  migrate,  with  the  certainty  of  getting 
employment  upon  such  public  works  and 
A  grant  of  land  at  the  termination  of  a 
certain  period.  The  expense  of  their 
transport  from  the  old  world  would  be 
borne  by  the  Grovernment  and  contractors 
conjointly,  upon  a  similar  principle 
adopted  to  bring  the  Mennonites  ivom 
Southern  Russia  to  Manitoba.  It  could 
be  stipulated  that  they  would  receive 
certain  wages  for  their  labor,  out  of 
which  a  certain  per  centAge  would  be 
appropriated  to  recoup  the  money  ad- 
vanced. In  this  manner  we  should 
secure  the  construction  of  the  railway 
and  the  settlement  of  the  country.  If 
we  proceed  to  construct  that  railway 
without  adopting  some  such  means,  we 
shall  be  loading  the  older  Provinces  with 
debt  and  not  secure  a  corresponding  in- 
crease of  population,  trade  and  revenue. 
I  humbly  submit  this  suggestion  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Government. 

Ths  address  was  agreed  to. 

The  lEouse  adjourned  at  3.30  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Thursday y  Fehriuiry  20th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

DORCHESTER  PENITENTIARY. 
MOTION   FOR   RETURN,   AND   INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE  moved:— 

*'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Govemor-General,  praying 
that  His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid 
before  this.  House  a  detailed  statement  of  the 
•expenditure  to  Slat  December,  1879,  ©n  the 
new  Penitentiary  at  Dorchester,  New  Bruns- 
wick«  including  the  purchase  of  site  aqd 
grounds,  with  an  estimate  of  the  additional 
fium  required  for  its  completion." 

He  said  :  Tt  is  well  known  that  when 
Confederation  took  place  it  became 
necessary  that  new  penitentiarie.s  should 
be  established  for  the  use  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  as  the  accommodations  then 
in  existence  were  inadequate.  In  refer- 
llon,  }fr,  Alexander. 


ence  to  the  erection  of  the  Penitentiary 
ftt  Dorchester,  N.B.,  I  am  inclined  to 
think,  although  it  is  too  late  now  to 
raise  the  question,  that  a  very  improj^er 
place  was  chosen.  Private  interests 
rather  than  the  convenience  of  the  public 
were  considered.  It  is  well  known  by 
members  from  the  Maritime.  Provinces 
that  the  Government  possessed  land 
enough  at  the  historic  site  of  the  old  Cum- 
berland fort.  It  is  situated  contiguous 
to  the  railway,  and  thei'e  is  a  good 
supply  of  water  there,  and  the  impression 
was  that  it  would  have  been  selected. 
If  it  had  been,  a  considerable  sum  of 
money  would  have  been  saved  in  the 
purchase  of  a  site,  but  it  is  now  too  late 
to  talk  of  it.  The  building  is  now  in 
course  of  construction,  and  the  time  for 
its  completion  has  long  since  passed. 
The  existing  penitentiaries  are  so 
crowded  with  prisoners  that,  last  season, 
some  Lhirty-five  convicts  had  to  be  taken 
from  Charlotte  town  and  Halifax  at  a 
large  expense.  The  building,  as  1  am 
told,  has  proved  a  failure  in  some  respects. 
One  of  the  principal  reasons  for  selecting 
the  present  location  was  that  there  was 
an  abundant  supply  of  stone  there,  but 
no  sooner  was  the  quarry  opened  than  it 
was  discovered  to  be  deficient  in  quality, 
and  stone  had  to  be  brought  from  a  long 
distance.  It  was  said  also  that  the 
water  supply  was  good.  I  am  told  that 
so  far  from  that  being  the  case,  the 
building  was  located  first,  and  then  they 
looked  for  water ;  and  that,  after  having 
spent  a  large  sum  in  sinking  wells,  the 
supply  was  found  insufficient,  and  the 
delay  in  the  completion  of  the  building 
has  been  caused  by  the  necessity  of  bring- 
ing water  from  a  considerable  distance  at 
a  very  large  expense.  In  view  of 
these  facts,  I  am  desirous  of  seeing  what 
the  expenditures  have  been  on  that  struc- 
ture up  to  the  present  time. 

Hon.  ^ir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — I 
am  unable  to  follow  my  hon.  friend  into 
the  disoussion  as  to  the  choice  of  the 
site  for  the  Penitentiary,  or  into  the  dif- 
ficulties which  have  occurred  in  con- 
structing the  building  or  supplying  it 
with  water,  but  I  will  take  an  early 
opportunity  of  bringing  the  remarks 
which  he  has  made  under  the  notice  of 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  and  if  I 
see  any  advantage  in  it,  or  can  give  my 
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hoa.  friend  any  satisfaction  in  so  doing, 
I  will  bring  the  matter  again  before  the 
House.  . 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE— When 
will  the  new  Penitentiary  at  Dorchester 
be  ready  for  use] 

Hon.  Sir  Atf.EX.  CAMPBELL-^ 
The  Minister  of  Public  Works  antici- 
pates that  the  Penitentiary  will  be  opened 
about  the  middle  of  June. 

WINTER    COMMUNICATION    WITH 
PRINC5   EDWAED    ISLAND. 

MOTION    FOR  A   RETURN. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  moved  :— 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Governor-General,  praying 
that  His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  be- 
fore this  House,  copies  of  all  correspondence, 
telegrams,  reports  and  memorials  received  by 
the  Government  during  twelve  months  pre- 
ceding April  17th,  1879,  having  reference  to 
titeam  communication  in  winter  between  the 
Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island  and  the 
mainland." 

He  said :    I  have    frequently  addressed 
the   House  upon  this  subject,  and   I  do 
not  think  it  \b  necessary  to  go  into  it  at 
any  great  length  on  this  occasion,  more 
especially   as   the   papers  for    which     I 
ask   were  moved   for   by  my   hon.    col- 
league     (Mr.    Montgomery)     last     ses- 
sion.     They      are     principally  .  a     re 
port     upon      the     question    of      build- 
ing branch   lines  to  ccmmect   the   Pnnce 
Edward  Island  Railway  with  the  Straits 
of  Northumberland   at   Cape   Traverse, 
and   to   connect    the   Intercolonial  Rail- 
way with  the  Straits  of  Northumberland 
at    Cape    Tormentine,  and  also  on  the 
practicability       of     building       suitable 
wharves  at  those   two  capes,  at  which 
any  winter     steamer     employed     as     a 
ferry     might     lie     with     safety   when 
necessary.     On  tho.se  questions  a  report 
has  been  made  to  the  Department  by  a 
civil  engineer  named  Cunningham,  and 
it  was  ijaiiily  to  obtain  that  rejK)rt  and  a 
memorial  addressed  to  the   Minister  of 
Public    Works,  last  session,  by  most   of 
the  representatives  of   Prince    Edward 
Island,  that   I  mnke  this  motion.     As 
those  papers  are  not  voluminous,  and  as 
^ey  were  asked  for  last  session,   I  hope 
that  the  Government  will  not  make  a 
Hon,  Sir  Alexander  Campbell, 


long  delay  in  bringing  them  down,  more 
especially  as  it  may  become  necessary, 
kter  in  the  session,  to  take  further  action 
in  the  matter. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI 
The  papers  which  were  asked  for  last 
session  were  prepared,  I  think,  dur- 
ing the  recess,  and  can  be  brought 
down  at  an  early  day;  and  tlie  other 
papers  refen-ed  to  can,  I  think,  -be  pre- 
pared in  a  short  time.  I  hope  in  a  few 
days  to  be  able  to  lay  the  pay>er8  before 
the  House.  There  is  no  objection  to  the 
passage  of  the  addresis. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE    PRINTING   OF    PARLIAMENT. 
SECOND     REPORT   ADOPTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  second  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Printing.  He  explained 
that  it  was  one  of  the  ordinary  reports, 
recommending  that  certain  documents  be 
printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  3.25  p.m. 


THE   SENATE. 

Friday,  FehruoAry  27th,  18S0. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  COMMITTEE. 
SECOND    AND     THIRD    REPORTS     ADOPTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  presented  the 
second  report  of  the  Committee  on  Stand- 
ing Orders  and  Private  Bills,  recom- 
mending the  suspension  of  the  5 1st  Rule. 

The  report  was  adopted,  and,  on  motion, 
the  rule  was  suspended. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  presented  the 
third  report  of  the  Committee  on  Stand- 
ing Orders  and  Private  Bills,  recom- 
mending that  the  time  for  presenting 
petitions  for  Private  Bills  be  extended. 

The  report  was  adopted. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Hon.  Mr.  LEWIN  introduced  a  Bill 
entitled  "  An  A  ct  respecting  the  presi- 
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dent,  directors  and  company  of  the  Bank 
of  New  Brunswick." 

Tbo  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

THE  ACCIDENT   TO  THE  VICB-REaAL 
PAKTY. 

AN    ADDRESS    ADOPTED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called, 

"That  an  Address  be  presented  to  His  Ex- 
cellency the  Qovernor-Geneml  of  congratu- 
lation on  the  happy  escape  of  Her  Koyal 
Highness  and  himself  from  the  accident  of 
the  i4th  instant," 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said  : 
The  accident  which  happened  to  His 
Excellency  and  Her  Royal  Highness  the 
Princess  Louis »,  on  the  evening  of  Sat- 
arday,  the  14tb,  will  be  fresh  in  the 
memory  of  all  those  who  hear  me.  With 
the  gracious  kindness  which  distinguishes 
her,  Her  Royal  Highness  was  coming 
into  town,  to  hold  a  drawing  room  in  this 
Ohanibei,  rather  than  put  the  many  hun- 
dreds who  desired  to  j)ay  their  respects 
to  her  to  the  inconvenience  of  going  out  to 
Govemnienb  House,  and,  as  the  result 
shewed,  exposed  hei'self  to  a  peril  which, 
had  she  not  been  so  infinitely  considerate 
of  the  convenience  of  others,  would  not 
have  happened.  The  details  of  the  acci- 
dent, and  the  story  of  the  extreme  danger 
in  which  Her  Royal  Highness  and  His 
Excellency  were  placed  were  given  with 
substan  tial  accuracy  in  the  accounts  which  i 
reached  the  public  through  the  news- 
papers on  Monday  morning.  A  ter- 
rible calamity  had  been  averted 
by  the  prompt  and  courageous  assistance 
rendereil  by  Mr.  B>«got,  of  His  Excellen- 
cy's stsff,  who  succeeded  in  that  most 
difficult  task  of  checking  a  pair  of  runa- 
way horses,  by  seizing  the  bridle  rein  of 
one  of  them.  The  sleigh  had  been  dragged 
on  its  side  for  four  hundred  yards,  and, 
in  a  moment  more,  wcu^d  have  been  upon 
the  bridge  which  traverses  the  Hideau 
River,  with  greatly  increased  danger  to. 
its  illustrious  occupants.  Happily,  Her 
Royal  Highness,  although  much  bruised 
and  cut,  was  not  dangerously  hurt ;  and 
her  first  impulse,  as  we  are  informed,  was 
again  to  forget  herself  and  her  own  con- 
venience, and,  in  the  midst  of  her  suffer- 
ing, to  resume  her  journey  to  town  and 
save  those  who  were  waiting  her  arrival 
hero  from  the  disappointment  which 
Hon.  Mr,  Lemn, 


would  be  felt  at  the  post)K>nement 
of  the  drawing  room.  More  prudent 
counsels  prevailed,  and  the  throng  which 
had  assembled  in  this  Chamber  to  pay 
homage  to  Her  Rcyal  Highness  dis- 
persed full  of  anxiety  as  to  what  th3 
morrow  might  tell  of  the  effects  of  the 
accident  But  the  bulletins  of  Sunday 
and  of  Monday  were  reassuring,  and  the 
Cabinet,  after  consideration,  resolved  not 
to  propose  any  address  of  condolence  on 
the  accident  lest  they  might  inci*eiso  the 
alarm  and  anxiety  felt  here  and  in  Eng- 
land, a.id  in  the  hopes,  now  happily  in 
part  realized,  that  a  few  days  might  so 
restore  Her  Royal  Highness  as  to  enable 
both  Hou.ses  of  Parliament  to  address 
His  Excellency  in  the  language  of  con- 
gratulation. Her  Royal  Highness  is 
still,  it  is  understood,  suffering  a  good 
deal  of  i)ain,  and  not  yet  able 
to  leave  her  room,  but  day  by  day 
strength  and  health  are  returning  to  her, 
and  1  am  sure  that  1  but  give  expression, 
to  the  feelings  of  every  moniber  of  thi.s 
House  when  I  say  that  our  fervent  hopo 
and  prayer  is  that  we  may  soon  again 
enjoy  the  honor  of  haviufj  her  gracioua 
presence  in  the  capital.  It  is  to  give 
expression  to  these  feelings  that  I  pro- 
pose for  your  adoption  the  address  to 
His  Excellency  of  which  I  have  given 
notice,  and  I  am  happy  to  be  seconded  in  my 
motion  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  leads 
Her  Majesty's  loyal  Opposition  in  this 
House,  and  who  has  gladly  promised  me 
his  assistance.  The  address  is  in  these 
words  : — 

<<  To  His  Exoillskcy,  &o. 

"  Mat  it  Plrasb  Your  Exckllexct  ; 

"  We,  Her  Majesty's  faithful  subjects,  tho 
Senate  ot  CHnada,  in  Parliamunt  assembled, 
desire  to  approach  you  with  our  heafty  con- 
gratulations on  the  escape  of  Her  Royal  High- 
ness the  Princess  Louise  and  yourself  from  tho 
serious  danger  occasioned  by  the  untoward 
accident  which  happened  to  you  on  the  L4th 
inst. 

"  Unwilling  to  increase  the  general  alarm 
occasioned  by  the  news  of  the  Iqjuries  received 
by  Her  Uoyal  Highn  ss,  we  have  forborne  to 
addrtss  Your  Excellency  until,  in  tho  provi- 
dence of  God,  we  are  happily  permitted  to  do. 
so  in  language  of  congratulHtion. 

**  Her  Koyal  Highness'  life  and  health  are 
dear  to  tho  Canadian  people,  and  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  danger  in  which  she  had  been 
placed,  and  of  her  narrow  escape,  was  every- 
where received  with  profound  interest  and 
sympathy.  We  but  give  utterance  to  the 
feeling  of  the  country  when  wo  assure  Your 
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fixceUency  of  the  deep  gratitude  with  which 
the  mtelltgeoce  of  her  gradual  recovery  is  day 
by  day  received,  and  we  earnestly  trust  that 
Her  Royal  Highness  may  shortly  be  restored 
to  her  wonted  health  and  htrength,  and  will 
hereafter  only  suffer  the  memory  of  the  acci- 
dent to  recall  to  her  the  universal  joy  which 
haila  her  recovery." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  secondinj?  the 
addi*ess  of  congratulation  to  His  Excel- 
lency the  Governor-General  and  to  Her 
Royal  Highness*  on  their  providential 
escape  from  what  mi^ht  have  been  a 
very  serious  accident,  I  have  little  to  add 
to  the  earnest  and  expressive  language  of 
the  address.  The  deepest  sympathy  was 
manifested  over  -  the  whole  Dominion 
when  the  accident  occurred*,  and  when  it 
was  ascertained  that  the  consequences 
were  not  so ,  grave  as  at  first  it  was 
feared,  a  grateful  sense  of  relief  was  a|>- 
parent  in  every  section  of  the  country. 
Au  the  daughter  of  Her  Most  Gracious 
Majesty,  Her  Royal  Highness  isan  oVyect 
of  special  interest  to  the  Canadian  people, 
but  apart  altogether  from  her  royal  lin- 
eage she  is  honored  and  respected  for  her 
own  worth.  She  is  recognized  as  the 
patroness  of  art,  and  it  is  well  known 
that  she  takes  a  deep  interest  in  the 
educaoional  and  benevolent  institutions 
of  this  country,  as-  she  had  previously 
done  in  England.  It  13^  therefore,  only 
natural  that  the  )>eople  of  Canada  should 
have  exhibited  an  especial  pride  in  her 
temporary  residence  among  them,  and 
we  all  hope  that  her  perfect  recovery 
may  be  speedy,  and  that  the  remainder 
of  her  stay  in  Canada  may  be  pleasant 
and  agreeable,  and,  when  leaving,  that 
she  may  carry  back  to  her  native  home 
the  most  agreeable  reminiscences  of  her 
life  among  the  Canadian  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — After  the  admir- 
able speeches  of  the  leader  of  the  Gov- 
ernment and  the  leader  of  the  Oi)po3ition, 
it  may  seem  presumptions  to  attempt  to 
add  anything  to  what  has  already  been  so 
well  said  on  the  sul  ject  of  the  resolution 
before  the  House,  but  I  cannot  deny 
myself  the  pleasure  of  at  least  saying 
how  heartily  I  concur,  and  how  heartily 
the  people  in  my  own  part  of  Ontario  will 
concur,  in  common  with  all  their fellow- 
8ubj(H;t8  throughout  the  Dominion,  in 
erery  word  of  sympathy  and  congratula- 
tion which  has  fallen  from  the  Ii)>8  of  the 
mover  and  seconder  of  the  resolution  on 
ffon.  Sir  Alex,  Campbell, 


the  escape  of  His  Excellency  and  Her 
Royal  Highness.  The  resolution  and 
the  address  which  it  proposes  for  our 
adoption  will  convey  no  mere  formal  ex- 
pression of  the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
this  country  on  the  providential  escape 
of  His  Excellency  and  Her  Royal  High- 
ness. When  the  more  serious  nature  of 
the  injuries  received  by  Her  Royal 
Highness  first  became  known,  the  uni- 
veraal  feeling  was  one  of  deep  anxiety 
and  alarm,  such  as  we  exj^rience  when 
an  accident  has  befallen  some  one  vv^ry 
near  to  us — some  one  in  whom  we  have 
the  strongest  personal  interest.  How, 
indeed,  could  it  be  otherwise,  hon.  gen- 
tlemen, in  the  case  of  one  who  has 
endeared  hei-solf  to  all  with  whom  she 
has  ever  had  any  {>ersoual  interoourse, 
ami  to  whom  we  are  all  bound  by  the 
strongest  ties  of  affectionate  loyalty.  The 
country  will  lejoioe  to  hear  from  day  to 
day  of  Her  Royal  Highness'  ])rogress 
towards  com[)leto  recovery,  and  I  am 
sure,  .hon.  gentlemen,  that  the  universal 
hope  will  be  that  no  ill  effects  may  re- 
main of  the  penlous  accident  from  which 
His  Ex.iellency  and  Her  Royal  Highness 
have  in  great  measure  so  happily  es- 
qi[>ed,  and  that  on  looking  back  here- 
after to  their  sojourn  among  us  it  may 
only  be  remembered  as  associated  with 
the  expressions  of  loyal  and  affectionate 
sympathy  which  it  has  called  forth  from 
every  part  of  the  DominioiL 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— 1  feel  confident- 
that  the  resolution  just  presented  in 
fitting  ternfis  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Government  will  receive  the  cordial  and 
unanimous  approval  of  the  House.  We 
all  remember  well  the  thnll  of  horror 
proiluced  by  the  untoward  accident  to 
J  lis  Excellency  the  Governor-General 
and  Her  Royal  Highness  the  Princess 
Louise,  and  it  is  not  too  much  to  say 
that  a  feeling  of  rt*lief,  when  it  was 
ascertained  that  the  result  was  not 
likely  to  prove  fat*il,  filled  the  hearts  of 
our  j>opulation  generally,  from  the 
Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  and  extended 
even  to  the  mother  land  as  well  as  to 
our  CDiTsins  across  the  b.order.  By  her 
urbanity,  her  courteous  manner,  and  the 
interest  she  has  ever  evinced  in  the  wel- 
fare of  Canada,  Her  Royal  Highness 
has  become  endeared  to  its  people,  who 
await,  even  now>  with  some  anxiety,  news 
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of  her  slow  recovery  from  a  great  peril.  \ 
That  sho  may  soon  be  restored  to  health 
and  strength  I  sincerely  trust,  for, 
whether  sick  or  well,  she  carries  with  her 
the  sympathy  and  affection  of  every  true 
Canadian.  Coming  as  I  do  from  a  Pix>- 
viuce  where  His  Excellency  and  Her 
Koyal  Highness  first  set  their  feet  upon 
the  shores  of  the  Dominion,  I  cannot 
refrain  from  giving  expreasion  to  my 
feelings  while  this  fitting  tribute  of  our 
respectful  sympathy  is  being  presented 
to  them,  and  I  need  only  add  that  I 
trust  my  feeble  utterances,  however  im- 
perfectly expressed,  after  the  admirable 
addresses  that  we  have  had  from  others, 
faithfully  reflect  your  opinions,  and  will 
find  an  echo  in  the  breast  of  every  mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  of  Canada. 

Hon.    Mr.     ALEXANDER  ^  This 
motion  is  introduced  at  a  very   proper 
moment.     What  a  privilege  and  happi- 
ness to  be  in  our  position,  as  the  people's 
representatives,  to  offer  to  Their  Excel- 
lencies   expressions    of     congt^tulation 
that  there  were  not  more  serious  results 
from  th«  laie  untoward  accident,  which 
all  so  much  deplored.      The  public  mind 
has  been  greatly  relieved  to  learn  that 
Her  Royal  Highness,  who  was  the  great- 
est  sufferer,  will  now,  happily,  soon  be 
restored.    The  circumstances  under  which 
we   discuss   this   moti9n   justify  me   in 
claiming  the  kind    indulgence    of    the 
House  to  make  one  or  two  observations. 
This  is  not  a  mere  conventional  formal 
address,  but  is  meant   to   evidence  the 
devotion  which  is  felt  to  the  family  of 
our   Sovereign   Queen,  and  to  evidence 
especially   the  just  appreciation  by  our 
people  of  those  high  qualities  and  virtues 
possessed     by     that     member    of    Her 
Majesty's  family  now  in  our  midst.     The 
people  of  this  Dominion  very  truly  feel 
and  say  that  their  lot  has  been  cast  in  a 
happy  land — with    all   the  blessings  of 
free     constitutional    government — with 
the  entire  control  of  all  our  affairs — with 
the  advantages  we  enjoy  uider  the  shield 
of  the  old  flag — with  the   honest  pride 
felt  that  we  are  an  integral  part  of  the 
Empire,   and  no  class  of  our  people  un- 
dervalues the  consideration  shewn  to  us 
in   sending  to   represent  our   Sovereign 
here,  a  scion  of  one  of  the  oldest  families 
of     Scotland — a     name    replete     with 
historic     niemories.        If     our     people 
Hon,  Mr,  Dickey. 


are  glad  to  honor  nobility  of 
nature  and  purpose,  when  manifested 
in  the  hamlet,  I  am  sure  it  will  be  not 
less  valued  and  appi-eciated  when  such 
qualities  reign  prominently  in  the  Vice- 
Kegal  circle.  I  am  sui-e  that  the  people 
of  this  Dominion  value  the  elevating 
influence  of  those  placed  high  in  authority 
over  us  at  this  moment,  whose  pleasure 
and  delight  is  to  be  ever  doing  good  and 
promoting  the  happiness  of  all  around 
them.  It  is  surely  in  lamentable  taste 
that  a  leading  Toronto  organ  should,  at 
this  moment,  employ  itselt  in  retailing, 
second-hand,  from  a  New  York  paper,  a 
rumor,  which,  has  no  foundation,  that 
Her  Royal  Highness  may  not  be  long 
amongst  us.  We  trust  that  the  leading 
organs  will  remember  always  that  they 
™^y>  by  want  of  judgment  and  proper 
feeling,  inflict  more  or  less  injury  upon 
this  country  just  by  the  thoughtless 
production  of  such  articles  as  that  to 
which  I  refer,  and  they  are  not  doing 
justice  to  the  people  of  this  Dominion, 
whose  sentiments  they  profess  to  repre- 
sent. 

Hon.  Mr.  SUTHERLAND— I  do  not 
rise  with  the  expectation  of  adding  any 
more  weight  to  the  address  we  have  just 
hoard  read  to  us,  but  coming  from  a  dis- 
tant province,  where  the  people  have  not 
as  yet  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
Vice- Regal  party,  I  think  it  is  but 
proper  for  me  to  say  that,  since  the 
accident  has  happened,  I  have  had 
several  letters  from  Manitoba,  many  of 
which  were  from  prominent  men,  all 
expressing  very  great  anxiety  with  regard 
to  the  accident  that  happened  to /Her 
Royal  Highness  and  ths  Governor-Gen- 
eral. I  merely  rise  to  give  expr*»8sion 
to  these  facts  to  shew  that  our  people, 
though  in  a  distant  part  of  the  Dominion, 
also  feel  a  very  great  amount  of  loyal 
sympathy  in  this  matter.  I  moit 
heartily  concur  in  the  address. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLE  ROSE  — Though 
many  appropriate  reniarks  have  already 
been  made  on  this  subject,  I  feel  it  to  be 
ray  duty,  under  the  circumstances,  in  the 
name  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  to  say 
that  the  announcement  of  the  sad  acci- 
dent which  occurred  to  His  Excellency 
the  Governor-General  and  Her  Royad 
Highness  the  Princess  Louise,  two  weeks 
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•ago,  has  TSeen  received  with  very  great 
regret  and  intense  interest ;  so  much  so 
that,  in  almost  every  letter  which  I  have 
i^eeeived  from  that  Province  since  the 
e\ent  occurred,  the  question  has 
been  put  to  me  :  "  How  is  our  good 
Princess,  the  daughter  of  our  beloved 
Queen  ? "  I  heartily  concur  in  all  that 
has  been  said  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  who 
have  preceded  me,  and  I  support  the 
address  with  the  greatest  pleasura. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  —I 
Tuove  that  the  said  address  be  engrossed 
and  signed  by  the  Speaker  in  behalf  of 
this  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — I 
move  tliat  a  message  be  sent  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  by  one  of  the  Masters  in 
Chancery,  to  acquaint  them  that  t)ie 
Senate  have  passed  this  address,  to  which 
thf»y  desire  their  concurrence. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  3.50  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 
Monday,  March  Isi,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  GALOP  RAPIDS. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  BROUSE  inquired  :— 

**  Is  it  tho  intention  of  the  Government  to 
proceed  with  the  removal  of  the  rock  obstrnc- 
tion  in  the  Galop  Rapids  of  the  St.  Lawrence, 
and  if  so,  when  will  the  work  be  commenced  7'^ 

He  said :  I  have  given  notice  of 
motion  for  |an  inquiry  merely,  but  I  be- 
lieve certain  latitude  is  always  allowed  in 
this  House  that  remarks  may  be  made 
in  putting  the  question.  The  Galop 
Kapids  are  situated  in  the  St.  Lawrence, 
about  seven  miles  east  of  the  town  of 
Prescott.  These  rapids  are  of  great  im- 
portance in  their  relation  to  the  com- 
mercial interests  of  the  country,  as  they 
bear  the  same  relation  to  the  Kiver  St. 
•  Lawrence  as  the  sill  of  a  lock  does  to 
Hon,  Mr,  BeUerose, 


the  canal.  The  obstructions  at  the 
Galop  Kapids  consist  of  three  bars  ex- 
tending across  the  river  from  the  north- 
em  shore  to  the  American  Island  on  the 
south.  Each  bar  in  itself  forms  an  ob- 
struction in  the  shape  of  a  flat  rock. 
On  these  bars  there  is  a  depth  of 
water  from  ten  to  twelve  feet, 
according  to  the  season  of  the 
year  and  the  winds  that  may 
prevail.  Vessels,  after  passing  safely 
over  these  bars,  are  able  to  proceed  on 
their  journey  down  the  river  to  the 
city  of  Montreal.  The  bars  are  each 
from  one  hundred  to  three  hundred  feet 
in  width,  and  they  are  the  first  obstruc- 
tion to  vessels  descending  the  river.  In 
low  water,  vessels  fi*equently  strike  on 
these  bars,  and  were  it  not  for  the  fact 
that  the  rocks  are  flat  and  shelving,  many 
vessels  would  be  destroyed ;  as  it  is, 
several  have  been  injured.  The  Govern- 
ment have  made  an  eflbrt  to  remove  this 
obstruction.  For  that  purpose  a  chain 
tug  was  constructed,  in  order  to  blast 
out  the  rock  through  the  bars  to  a 
width  of  three  hundred  feet.  The  water 
drops  immediately  at  the  foot  of  these 
bai-s,  and  the  intention  was  to  blast  on 
the  bars,  where  the  current  has  a 
momentum  of  about  eleven  miles  an 
hour,  and  drag  the  broken  rock  into  the 
deep  water  below.  This  important  work 
has  failed,  I  believe,  in  consequence  of 
the  parties  who  undertook  the  job.  The 
contract  was  given  to  certain  parties 
named  Davis,  who  failed  to  pro- 
ceed with  it,  and  it  was  sub-let  to 
another  party.  A  further  obstruc- 
tion was  found  about  a  mile  west 
of  the  head  of  the  Galop  Kapids,  and 
it  was  supposed,  a  few  years  ago, 
that  two  or  three  hundred  yards  in 
length  of  rock  would  have  to  be  re- 
moved in  order  to  improve  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  river.  *  A  survey  of  the 
place  was  made  by  Mr.  Kubidge,  pro- 
bably one  of  the  best  qualified  engineers 
in  the  country,  from  experience,  to  make 
a  survey  of  the  kind,  and  it  was  found 
by  that  gentleman  that  it  would  not 
require  an  expenditure  of  one  or  two 
millions  of  dollars  to  remove  the  amount 
of  rock  necessary  to  improve  the  naviga- 
tion there,  as  was  formerly  supposed, 
and  render  it  safe  for  vessels.  How- 
ever, this  expenditure  was  rendered 
unnecessary  by  Mr.  Kubidge's  discovery 
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of  a  new  channel  on  the  American  side 
of  the  river  with  sufficient  depth  of 
water  for  navigation  purposes.  What  I 
desire  to  ascertain  from  the  Government 
is,  whether  thf»y  are  prepared  to  proceed 
with  the  work  at  tho  Galop  during  the 
coming  season,  and  if  so,  what  is  the 
name  uf  the  contractor  1  I  might  en- 
large upon  the  navigation  of  tlie  St. 
Lawrence,  but  it  is  not  necessary  in  con- 
nection with  this  question. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBEIiL  — It 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  proceed  with  the  work  at  the 
Galop  Rapids,  and  it  will  be  resumed 
early  in  the  spiing.  I  am  not  aware  of 
the  name  ot  the  contractor.  My  hon. 
friend  did  not  give  notice  that  he  wished 
to  know  the  name  of  the  contractor,  and 
I  am  not  prt^pared  to  give  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— Will  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Government  be  good 
enough  to  inform  us  what  the  depth  of 
the  channel  will  be  after  the  improve- 
ments are  made  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
That  I  am  not  able  to  say  either, 
as  the  question  was  not  included  in 
the  notice,  but  I  shall  ascertain,  and 
will  inform  the  hon.  gentleman  to- 
morrow what  depth  it  is  desii^able  to 
obtain  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN— As  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Militia  intends  seeking  in- 
formation on  this  subject,  [  think  it  would 
be  very  desirable  if  he  made  further  in- 
quiries with  a  view  to  ascertaining  and 
req[ioving  other  obstructions  which  exist 
in  the  River  St.  Lawrence  below  the 
place  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Pres- 
cott  mentions,  to  see  if  other  poi-tions  of 
the  river  could  not  be  improved  also. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
I  shall  be  veiy  glad  to  give  all  the 
information  that  is  required. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— Thei-o  are  the 
Long  Sault  Rapids,  the  Cedars  Rapids 
and  tho  Cascades.  These  obstructi«»ns 
were  all  reported  upon,  and  im- 
provements were  recommended  by 
eminent  engineers,  over  twenty  yeai-s 
ago.  The  Canal  Commissioners,  in  1870, 
lion,  Mr,  B rouse. 


recommended  that  these  obstructions 
should  be  removed,  and  T  am  surprised 
that  the  improvements  have  not  been 
proceeded  with  before  this. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — I 
will  obtain  the  information  askod  for, 
and  shall  take  occasion  to  mention  it 
to  the  House. 


THE  PUBLIC  PRINTING. 
MOTION    FOR  AN   INVESTiaATIOW. 

Hon.  Mr.  ATKINS  moved  :— 

'<  That  the  Select  Standing  Committee  of 
this  House,  on  the  Printing,  be  instructed  to 
urge  on  the  Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses 
on  that  subject,  the  necesnity  of  making  rig^d 
inquiry  into  all  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  opening  of  tenders  for  the  Parliamen- 
tary Printing,  and  the  withdrawal  of  any 
tenders  ;  and  also  with  the  award  of  the  con- 
tract for  such  Printing,  made  during  the  last 
Session — with  instructions  also  to  inquire 
and  report  on  the  best  means  of  preventing 
any  irregular  or  improper  practices  with 
respect  to  the  granting  of  such  contracts." 

He  said  :  This  motion  grows  out  of  the 
course  pursued  by  parties  who  tendered 
for  the  parliamontary  printing  last 
session.  Members  of  the  House  are,  I 
presume,  more  or  less  aware  of  the  cir- 
cumstances in  connection  with  the 
withdrawal  of  those  tenders.  The  matter 
was  prominently  brought  before  the 
public,  in  a  recent  trial  at  Toronto,  and 
has  been  criticised  by  the  press  of  the 
country.  The  Printing  Committee  being 
composed  of  membei's  of  both  Houses,  I 
thought  it  desirable,  for  the  sake  of 
uniformity,  that  a  motion  of  this  kind 
should  he  brought  before  the  Senate, 
inasnmcli  as  a  similar  course  has  been 
puiHucrl  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER—I  expect- 
ed that  my  hon.  friend  from  Bowuian- 
ville  (Mr.  Simpson),  who  is  Chairman  of 
the  Printing  Committee,  w.uld  not  allow 
this  motion  to  pass  without  making  some 
explanations.  It  is  very  proper  that  this 
subject,  which  has  occupied  so  much 
space  in  the  press  of  the  country,  should 
be  investigated.  Allegations  have  been 
made  that  there  were  irregularities  in 
the  letting  of  the  contract  for  the  Par- 
liamentary printing.  I  am  led  to  be- 
lieve, and  1  think  it  is  but  proi>er  I 
should  take   this   opportunity  of  seating 
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that,  although  there  may  have  been 
insularities,  there  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  misrepresentation  with  regard  to 
this  sul'ject.  I  am  informed,  further,  by 
those  who  are  pi-epaied  to  give  reliable 
information,  that  the  work  is  being  done 
for  a  very  much  less  sum  than  under 
any  contract  that  has  been  let  for  the 
same  work  since  Confederation. 
It  is  true  that  the  manner  in  which 
some  of  ti  ose  who  tendered — especially 
men  who  could  not  possible  carry  out 
the  contract — withdrew  under  circum- 
stances which  enabled  a  certain  portion 
of  th<*  press  to  dwell  on  the  matter,  and 
Tuake  it  appear  that  there  was  a  gieat 
deal  of  irregularity  and  corruption  in 
the  case.  I  am  credibly  informed  that 
no  loss  has  htmx  sustained  by  the  coun- 
try ;  and,  also,  that  the  contractor  who 
had  the  work  before  the  present  firm, 
and  who  received  for  it  $15,000  more 
than  they  did,  failed.  I  am  further  in- 
formed that  the  present  conti-actors,  in 
taking  the  work  at  the  sum  for  which  it 
was  awarded,  were  only  able  to  do 
m  because  they  had  the  plant 
on  hand.  When  the  committee 
know  that  the  country  has  not  suffered, 
I  thiidc  it  is  their  duty  to  prevent  mis- 
representation from  going  forth  in  this 
respect.  The  facU?  are  perfectly  well 
known  to  a  number  of  membei's  of  both 
Houses,  and  I  was  hoping  that  my  hon. 
friend  from  BowmanviJle  would  have  ex- 
plained the  matter.  I  am  sure  that  he 
will  corroborate  what  I  have  stated,  that 
the  country  is  getting  the  work  done  now 
for  $20,000  or  $30,000  less  than  under 
any  other  contract  which  has  been 
awarded  since  (Confederation,  and  is 
being  done  at  a  rate  which  gives  no  rea- 
sonable expectation  that  they  will  have 
any  profit  out  of  the  work. 

Hon.  Mr.  ftlMPSON^I  did  not  rise 
to  explain,  because  1  did  not  consider 
this  the  proper  time  to  discuss  the 
matter.  The  committee  has  already 
commenced  an  investigation.  We  con- 
cluded last  Friday,  before  my  hon.  friend 
moved  in  the  matter,  to  appoint  some  of 
our  most  experienced  members  to  i-eport 
the  facts,  and  we  have  them  all  prepared 
-and  printed.  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  from  Woodstock  (Mr.  Alexander) 
that  the  country  has  not  8uffei*ed  any  in 
consequence  of  some  very  disgraceful 
Hon,  Mr.  Alexander. 


transactions  which  occurred  in  connec- 
tion with  this  conti'act.  The  present 
contractors  are  doing  the  work  this  yeai 
at  about  6  |)er  cent,  less  than  it  was  done 
under  th\3  contract  of  1874.  We  have 
on  the  Printing  Committee  eight  or  nine 
practical  printers,  and  they  supposed 
that  the  printing  could  not  be  done  for 
less  than  the  rates  of  that  contract.  The 
resxson  why  the  conti-actoi-s  were  led  to 
pay  large  sums  to  secure  the  work  at  a 
lower  rate  is,  that  they  had  sixty  or 
seventy  thousand  dollars'  worth  of  plant 
on  hand,  which  would  bo  comparatively 
valueless  if  they  failed  to  get  the  contract. 
Tiie  work  is  being  done  now  at  such 
rates  that  in  case  there  should  be  any 
material  advance  in  printers'  wages,  the 
contractors  must  lose  money.  The  com- 
mittee knew  nothing  of  these  irregular- 
ities; if  we  had,  we  would  have 
taken  a  different  course.  We  were 
so  satisfied  with  the  manner  in 
which  these  parties  had  done  their 
work  that,  after  working  out  the 
different  tenders,  and  seeing  the  saving 
that  could  be  effj^cted,  we  were  anxious 
to  award  them  the  contract.  We  saw 
that  it  was  impossible  for  many  of  the 
parties  who  tendered  to  do  the  work. 
They  had  neither  the  plant  nor  capital 
necessary.  They  withdrew,  and  the 
contract  was  awarded  to  the  present  con- 
tractors. However,  you  will  have  the 
whole  matter  before  you  again,  and  1 
shall  merely  state  now  that  the  country 
has  not  lost  one  cent  by  the  irregularities 
complained  of 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU— This  is  not  the 
proper  time  to  enter  into  the  merits  of 
the  case.  The  motion  before  us  is  to 
instruct  the  committee  to  enquire  into  a 
certain  matter.  I  merely  wish  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  some 
omissions  which  I  observe  in  the  motion. 
I  would  ask  my  hon.  fnend  the  Socratary 
of  State  if  this  is  the  same  as  the  resolu- 
tion which  has  been  adopted  by  the 
House  of  Commons.. 

Hon.  Mr.  A I  KINS — Just  the  same, 
word  for  word. 

Ho^.  Mr.  BUREAU— If  there  are 
any  omissions  in  the  resolution  adopted 
by  the  House  of  Commons,  I  think  it  is 
well  that  attention  should  be  called  to 
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them  now.  The  Secretary  of  State  in- 
forms us  that  some  difficulty  occurred  in 
connection  with  the  letting  of  the  con- 
tract last  year.  As  a  member  of  the 
Printing  Committee,  I  do  not  think  that 
we\  deserve  censure  for  that  which 
occurred  then,  and  I  have  no  objection 
whatever  to  the  investigation  taking 
place  ;  but  how  can  we,  under  the  terms 
of  this  resolution,  get  the  records  of  the 
court  at  Toronto,  in  which  the  trial  took 
j)lace  ?  T  believe  it  is  important  that  we 
should  have  them  before  us.  I  also 
observe  that  the  usual  words  giving  the 
committee  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers,  and  to  take  evidence  under  oath, 
are  omitted  from  this  resolution.  Under 
the  Act,  39  Vict.,  chap.  7,  passed  in  the 
year  1876,  I  observe  thac  such  a  power 
can  be  conferred,  and  it  has  been  exer- 
cised by  committees  of  this  House 
which  investigated  matters  much  less 
important  than  this.  If  the  public  have 
been  defrauded  out  of  any  money,  what- 
ever the  amount  may  be,  it  is  tlie  duty 
of  the  Government  to  take  proper  stejis 
to  annul  the  contract.  Then  there  is 
another  matter.  If  any  number  of  per- 
sons combine  to  obtain  by  illegal  means 
anything  from  another,  it  is  fraud  or 
conspiracy,  and  in  either  case  is  punish- 
able under  the  criminal  law.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  it  is  proper  that  the  com- 
mittee should  have  such  powers  as  I 
have  described  conferred  upon  it,  in 
order  that  all  the  facts  connected  with 
the  matter  may  be  brought  out.  How- 
ever, I  leave  the  subject  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  When 
the  committee  meets  it  will  be  time 
enough  to  ask  for  the  powers  to  which  I 
have  referred ;  but  I  thought  it  advis- 
able to  call  attention  to  these  facts  be- 
fore the  resolution  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— As  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Printing  Committee,  I  am 
glad  that  this  matter  has  been  brought 
before  the  House.  Public  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  what  has  been  made 
to  appear  a'  want  of  precaution  on  the 
part  of  that  Committee ;  but,  as  the 
House  has  heard  from  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Woodstock,  no  injury  has  been  sus- 
tained by  the  country  in  consequence  of 
anything  that  took  place  in  the  letting 
of  the  contracts.  On  the  contrary,  the 
printing  sei-vice  is  being  performed  for 
Hon,  Mr.  Bureau, 


$35,000  less  than  heretofore  Ot  course- 
the  withdrawal  of  tenders  and  the  award- 
ing of  contracts  should  be  guarded  in  the 
interests  of  the  public,  but  the  fact  i*e- 
mains  that  in  this  case  a  saving  of 
$35,000  has  been  effected. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— I  did  not  think 
it  advisable  at  the  present  time  to  go 
into  the  merits  of  the  case.  My  object 
was  to  leave  it  to  the  committee,  who 
could  investigate  it  and  report  the  result 
of  their  inquiries.  I  have,  of  course, 
my  own  opinion  on  the  subject,  and  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that, 
although  the  country  may  not  have  lost 
money,  the  committee  was  grossly  mis- 
led by  some  parties  who  tendered.  No 
member  of  that  committee  knew  any- 
thing about  the  course  that  was  being 
pursued,  but  there  can  be  no  manner  of 
doubt  that  they  were  grossly  deceived. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The   House   adjourned    at    4-  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 
Tuesday,  March  2nd,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three^ 
o'clock. 

After  prayers  and  routine  proceedings, 
there  being  no  notices  on  the  order 
paper,  the  House  adjourned  at  3.12 
p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Wednesday,  March  3rd,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

The  following  Bills  were  introduced 
and  read  the  fii"st  time  : — 

Bill  (28)  "  To  further  amend  'An  Act 
respecting  the  security  to  be  given  by 
Officers  of  Canad  i.'  "—(Sir  Alex.  Camp, 
bell) 

Bill  (C)  "Te  amend  and  consolidate  the 
laws  respecting  Indians." — (Mr  .Aikins.) 
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ST.  LAWRENCE  RIVER  IMPROVEMENTS. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-- 
Perhaps  it  would  be  convenient  at  this 
point  to  furnish  the  information  con- 
cerning the  improvement  of  the  St. 
Lawrence,  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Prescott  (Dr.  Brouse)  the  other 
fliay.  The  names  of  the  contractors  who 
had  the  improving  of  the  navigation  at 
the  Galop  Kapids  are  f  Davis  <fc  §ons, 
and^HO  far  as  1  am  informed  by  the  De- 
partment the  hon.  gentleman  (Dr. 
Brouse)  is  in  error  in  supposing  that 
they  have  failed.  They  have  not 
failed,  and  are  ready  to  go  on 
with  the  work  in  the  spring.  The  Gov- 
ernment has  handed  over  to  the  con- 
tractors the  drilling  machinery  and  the 
chain  tug  which  was  built  to  enable  the 
work  to  be  done.  It  is  now  undergoing 
repairs  in  Montreal.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man wishes  to  know  what  depth  the 
Government  desire  to  obtain.  It  is  pro- 
]>06ed  to  get  fourteen  feet  of  water  there. 
Then  my  hon.  friends  from  Victoria 
(Mr.  Ryan),  and  from  Hamilton  (Mr. 
Hope),  asked  about  the  other  obstruc- 
tions in  the  river.  They  occur  at  Lakes 
St,  Francis  and  St.  Louis.  Several  of 
them  are  described  in  one  of  the  para- 
graphs of  the  report  made  in  1875  by 
Mr.  Page : — 

"  These  places,  in  descending  order,  are : — 

^iBi.  Where  the  chamncl  at  present  used 
crosses  from  the  south  to  the  north  side  of 
the  river,  about  three-quarters  of  a  mile  above 
the  entrance  to  the  Galops  Canal  or  some 
other  channel  in  that  vicinity . 

«'  2nd.  At  a  few  isolated  places  in  Lake  St. 
Francis,  and  especially  within  a  stretch  of  one 
mile,  commencing  about  2,000  feet  above  the 
head  of  the  Beauhamois  Canal. 

"  3rd.  Near  the  lower  end  of  Lake  St.  Louis 
and  at  intervals  within  a  distance  of  about 
four  and  a  half  miles  above  the  upper  entrance 
of  the  Lachine  Canal,  in  the  vicinity  of  where 
the  light  vessels  are  at  present  moored. 

"These,  although  not  really  formidable 
obstructions,  are,  nevertheless,  of  such  a 
nature  that  their  removal  will  be  attended 
with  considerable  difiQculty  and  expense,  in 
comparison  with  the  extent  of  work  to  be 
done." 

The  details  of  these  obstructions  will  be 
found  in  Mr.  Page's  report  for 
1875,  on  the  navigation  of  the  River 
St.  Lawrence,  pages  25  to  31,  in- 
clusive. The  cost  of  removing  them, 
so  as  to  obtain  fourteen  feet  of 
water  from  Prescott  to  Montreal,  is 
estimated  at  more  than  $5,000,000.  As 
JiUls  Introduced. 


mattera  now  stand,  nine  feet  of  water  is 
readily  obtained  at  all  those  points, 
except  at  a  very  low  -stage  of  the 
water. 

Hon.  Mi\  KYAN — There  are  some 
obstructions  which  can  be  removed  at  a 
much  less  cost  than  the  estimate  men- 
tioned in  Mr.  Page's  i-eport.  They  are 
of  such  a  nature  that  when  the  river  is 
low  their  removal  would  ensure  nine 
feet  of  water  at  all  seasons,  which  can- 
not now  always  be  obtained  in  the  fall. 
These  obstructions  cause  great  incon- 
venience to  vessels  coming  down  by  that 
route.  I  have  a  memorandum  here, 
shewing  where  these  obstructions  exist, 
and  I  will  put  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
proper  department,  if  chey  wish  to  have 
it.  I  do  not  think  that  the  cost  will 
be  anjrthing  like  that  which  Mr.  Page 
estimates  for  fourteen  feet  of  water.  A 
great  convenience  could  be  produced  at 
a  very  small  cost,  by  deepening  the 
channel  at  the  follow iug  points  from  one 
foot  three  inches  to  one  foot  six 
inches  : — 

For  deepening  some  of  the  rapids  to 
about  1  foot  3  inches  to  I  foot  6  inches 
more  than  present  depth  of  water  : — 

FmsT. — Commencing  at  Coteau  Bapids,  at  the 
head  of  the  Coteau  Island,  obstruction 
consisting  of  loose  boulders  easily  re- 
moved, at  moderate  expense,  distance 
not  great,  say  500  feet  in  length. 

fiKCOMD. — Obstruction  at  the/oot  of  the  Coteau 
Island,  consisting  of  fiat  rocks  more 
expensive  than  the  preceding,  re- 
quiring blasting,  short  distance. 

TmBD. — At  Boccohayes  there  is  shallow  water, 
and  an  obstruction  consisting  of 
boulders,  easily  removed,  short  dis- 
tance. 

Fourth. — At  Split  Rockj  flat  rock,  blasting  re- 
quired at  entrance,  distance  short. 

FiFTH.-^Leaving  Split  Rock,  obstruction  con- 
sisting of  boulders,  easily  removed, 
distance  short.  Best  season  to  per- 
form the  work  in  'the  fall  of  the  year. 
Additional  depth  required  about  J  to 
J  all  through  the  above  places.  Ed- 
ward Ouillette,  pilot,  Lachine,  can 
designate  and  point  out  the  spots,  and 
the  mode  of  operating  this  work. 

HiXTH. — There  being  shallow  water  in  mid- 
summer, from  the  foot  of  Lachine 
Rapids  to  about  the  middle  of  Nun's 
Island,  and  the  channel  being  difficult 
of  finding  out  in  fogs,  or  late  in  the 
day,  when  darkness  commences  to  set 
in,  it  would  be  well  to  have  three  buoyt 
made  of  ordinary  cedar  posts,  anchored 
by  a  chain  so  as  to  keep  the  head  up, 
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painted  Mack,  with  a  sma]I  part  of  the 
liead  white,  the  first  to  be  placed  at  the 
foot  of  the  Rapids^  a  short  distance  down^ 
to  tniicate  the  channel ;  the  next  one  a 
little  south  of  the  head  of  Nan*s  Island^ 
and  the  third  at  about  the  middle  of 
tfui  island,  all  in  the  channel. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  works  in  Lake  St  Francis  alone  are 
^Btimated  at  $400,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  IIYAN— That  is  for  ileep- 
-fining  the  channel  to  fourteen  feet.  I 
am  now  8j>eaking  of  obtainin<^  an  addi- 
tional depth  of  from  one  foot  three 
inches  to  one  foot  six.  inches.  There  is 
one  of  the^e  improvements  below  the 
Lachine  Rapids,  near  Montreal,  which, 
if  carried  out,  would  greatly  facilitate 
the  arrival  of  steamers  a;id  propel lei-s  in 
thick  weather,  or  late  in  the  evening.  If 
I  might  be  allowed  to  submit  this  memo- 
randum to  the  proper  Department,  I 
think  the  cost  of  the  improvements  will 
be  found  very  small  indeed,  while  the 
advantage  will  be  very  great. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-- 
1  hope  my  hon.  Iriend  will  submit 
it  to  the  Department  of  Railways  and 
Canals.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  esti- 
tiraate  which  I  have  mentioned  is  for 
fourteen  feet  of  water.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman s[>eaks  of  nine  feet,  and  we  can 
have  an  estimate  made  of  the  expense 
which  that  would  involve. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN — It  did  not  appear, 
from  the  statement  made  b/  the  hon. 
the  Miaistor  of  Militia,  whether  the 
(lovernment  intend  to  go  on  with  all  the 
improvenlents  embraced  in  Mr.  Page's 
report. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — 
I  was  not  asked  that.  However,  we 
have  no  intention  of  going  on  at  present 
with  the  deepening  ot  the  St.  Lawrence 
to  the  extent  recommended  in  the  re- 
port of  Mr.  Page — fourteen  f«et.  Per- 
haps when  the  estimate  is  made  of  the 
<5«st  of  tike  improvements  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Senator  ft*om  Victoria  (Mr. 
Ryan)  something  may  be  done  in  that 
dii*ection. 

ST.  VINCENT  DE  PAUL  PENITENTIARY. 
MOTION   FOR  A  RETURN. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  moved  :— 
**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Governor-General,  praying 

Hon,  Mr,  Eyan, 


that  His  Excellency  will  caase  to  be  laid 
before  this  House,  copy  of  the  report,  exclo- 
Bive  of  plans,  tables  and  book-keeping,  of  the 
CommisHioners  appointed  on  the  1 9th  of  Jnlj 
last,  under  the  provisions  of  Section  13  of  the 
Penitentiary  Act  of  1875,  with  instrnctions  to 
report  on  the  state  and  management  of  the  St 
'  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary." 

lie  said  (in  French) :  I  have  little  to  say 
•  in  offering  this  resolution, except  to  thank 
I  the  Mion.  Minister  of  Justice  for  having 
taken  steps  to  improve  the  management 
of  this   institution,    which  is  located    in 
the  county  from  whic'i  I  come.      Some 
ten  or  eleven  months  ago,  complaint  was 
I  made    to    the    hon.     Minister     against 
officials   in   the   Department  of  Justice. 
The  Minister  of  Justice  at  once  appoint- 
ed   a    commission    to    investigate    the 
'  matter,  and,  in  selecting  commissioners, 
i  displayed    such    good    judgment  as  to 
inspire  the   public  with   coi  fidence  thvt 
justice  would   be    done.     The   comroiB- 
.  sioners  were  gentlemen  who  merited  that 
I  confidence,   and    my    desii'e,    in  moving 
I  this   resolution,   is  to   give   publicity  to 
I  their  report  to  the  Government 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  is  no  ol'jection  to  the  address,  and 
I  thank  the  hon.  gentleman  for  the  good 
opinion  that  he  has  expressed  .of  the 
Minister  of  Justice.  I  shall  make  it 
my  duty,  as  it  is  my  pleasure,  to  convey 
those  kind  expi*essions  to  him. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

WINTER    COMMUNICATION     WITH 
PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.Mr.HAYTHORNE  inquired:— 
Have  the  Government  decided  on  the 
removal  of  the  steamship  Norikem 
LigJit  irom  the  route  between  Pictou  and 
Georgetown  to  that  between  the  Capet 
Traverse  and  Tormentine. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^- 
The  Government  have  not  decided  upon 
the  removal  of  the  vessel  The  matter 
is  still  under  consideration,  and,  in  the 
meantime,  the  steamer  is  running  be- 
tween (Georgetown  and  Pictou. 

CONTINGENT  ACCOUNTS. 
SECOND  REPORT  OF  THE  COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  moved  the  adop- 
tion of  the  second  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Condngent  Accounts. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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BANK  OF  NEW  BRUNSWICK  BILL. 
HECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  LEWIN  moved  the 
second  reading  of  Bill  (B)  respecting 
"  The  President,  Directors  and  Company 
of  the  Bank  of  New  Brunswick."  He 
explained  that  the  hank  was  ineor- 
porated  by  the  Legislature  of  New 
Brunswick,  and  its  charter  would  expire 
on  the  1st  of  May  next.  The  first 
clause  provided  for  an  extension  of  the 
<;harter ;  the  second,  to  allow  them  to 
hold  real  estate  to  the  same  extent  as 
other  bankft ;  the  third,  to  change  the 
name  in  order  to  prevent  confusion. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
said  that  there  was  no  objection  to  the 
passage  of  the  Bill,  but  tibe  clauses  ex- 
tending the  charter,  and  authorizing  the 
holding  of  real  estate,  should  be  amended 
in  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce, to  limit  the  extension  te  the  time 
-when  other  bank  charters  would  expire, 
and  to  fix  the  amount  of  real  estate 
.  which  the  bank  could  hold. 

The  hill  was  read  the  second  time. 


MILITIA  LAWS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
SEOOND    READINa 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
nioved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (A), 
''  To  further  amend  the  Aets  therein 
mentioned  respecting  the  Militia  and 
Defence  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada." 
He  said  :  This  Bill  proposes  to  amend 
the  existing  law  on  ome  or  two  points. 
The  most  important  is  in  referenee  to  the 
•enrolling  of  the  militia.  It  is  the  duty 
of  the  C^ovemment,  under  the  present 
law,  to  have  the  militia  enrolled  every 
:five  years.  That  duty  wovld  become 
•obligatory  next  year  under  the  law  as  it 
now  stands,  and  an  item  would 
therefore  have  to  be  put  in  the  Esti- 
mates tbis  year  f9r  the  purpose.  That 
would  involve  an  expenditure  of 
^50,000,  and,  we  think,  as  the  census 
has  to  be  taken  next  year,  the  whole 
Information  can  be  obtained  in  that  way 
without  this  expense.  As  there  is  no 
urgency  for  the  enrollment,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  postpone  it  lor  another  year. 
Another  clause  provides  for  the  using  of 
th«  militia  as  guards  of  honor,  etc.  As 
the  law  now  stands,  there  is  no  provision 
Hon.  Mr.  MiUer. 


by  which  they  can  be  so  used,  and  it  is 
very  uncertain  by  what  right  there  is  a 
guardof  honor  at  Eideau  Hall  now.  It 
is  certainly  better  to  give  them  the 
authority  of  the  law  in  the  execution  of 
their  duties  there^  in  the  case  of  disturb- 
ance by  any  evil-disposed  person,  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind.  The  last  clause  is 
with  reference  to  the  establishment  of 
canteens  when  the  militia  are  in  camp. 
It  is  very  desirable,  and  tends  to  the 
promotion  of  order  and  discipline,  that 
there  should  be  canteens,  because  tkey 
are  within  the  camp,  and  it  is  safer  and 
better  than  allowing  the  militia  to  obtain 
what  they  want  elsewhere,  without  the 
restraints  that  discipline  involves.  My 
hon.  friend  opposite  (Mr.  Scott)  will  see 
that  there  is  a  provision  in  the  clause 
that  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  shall 
not  be  disregarded. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— If  the 
powers  asked  for  in  this  Bill  do  not 
already  exist  under  the  provisions  of  the 
General  Militia  Act,  it  is  very  proper 
that  they  should  be  granted,  and  we  are 
prepared  to  give  credit  to  the  Government 
for  that  clause  postponing  the  enrollment 
of  the  Militia  uatil  next  year,  whereby  a 
certain  sum  of  money  can  be  saved. 
With  regard  to  the  other  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  I  think  my  hon.  friend  must  feel  the 
impropriety  of  introducing  so  many  small 
amendments  to  general  acts,  and  thus 
loading  our  statute  books.  It  is  a  system 
which  is  very  inconvenient,  and  which,  if 
possible,  ought  not  to  be  extended.  With 
regard  to  the  remaining  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
I  cannot  see  that  there  is  any  necessity  for 
them  ;  all  those  powers  asked  for  alrendf 
exist  under  the  general  Act.  I  ask  my 
hon.  friend  if,  on  any  occasion  when  the 
Governor-General  has  traversed  any  part 
of  this  Dominion,  the  Government  had  not 
perfect  power  to  call  out  guards  of  honor  1 
I  have  always  observed  that  the  militia 
were  zealous  to  come  out.  I  believe 
that  the  Government  have  perfect  power 
to  call  out  any  corps  of  the  militia,  on 
the  opening  of  Parliament  or  as  an 
escort  to  Their  Excellencies  upon  any 
occasion.  There  is  no  corps  of  our  militia 
that  would  not  feel  a  just  pride  to  offer 
their  services  upon  such  occasions. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Under  what 
statute  does  my  hon.  friend  say  that  the 
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Government  have  the  power  to  call  out 
the  militia  for  such  purposes  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Under 
the  General  Militia  Act  of  1868.  With 
reference  to  guards  ot  honor,  I  claim  per- 
mission to  observe  that  the  militia 
should  make  a  creditable  appearance 
on  important  occasions.  It  came 
within  my  notice  two  or  three  times 
when  the  Governor  -  General  passed 
through  the  Province  of  Ontario  that 
two  or  three  oi  the  guards  of  honor 
were  so  indifferently  clad  that  they 
themselves  were  ashamed  of  their  ap- 
pearance. Surely  the  Department 
should  provide  them  with  proper  clothing 
so  that  they  might  make  a  respectable 
appearance  upon  such  occasions.  I  throw 
out  the  hint  because  complaints  were 
made  by  members  of  the  force  that  it 
was  a  hardship,  when  they  were  willing 
to  give  thek  time,  that  the  Militia 
Department  would  not  furnish  them  with 
clothing  in  which  they  might  appear  to 
advantage. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  have 
listened  with  some  surprise  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  resumed  his  seat.  I  might  very 
properly  have  left  it  to  some  other  hon. 
gentleman  who  is  connected  with  the 
military  service  to  reply,  but  it  so 
happened  that  I  attended,  this  morning, 
a  meeting  of  the  Dominion  Rifle  Associa- 
tion, where  it  was  stated  most  positively 
by  the  president  and  another  gentleman 
who  was  present  that  the  efficiency  of 
the  Canadian  militia  was  superior  to  that 
of  the  militia  in  any  other  colony  of  the 
British  Crown.  This  was  stated  in  an 
authoritative  manner,  supported  by  a 
quotation  from  one  of  the  !^nglish  Quai*- 
terly  Reviews,  and  was  endorsed  by 
several  gentlemen  present.  If  I  had  not 
heard  it  myself  this  morning  I  would 
have  let  the  hon.  gentleman's  statement 
pass  8iU>  ailentio,  but,  having  heard  it,  I 
could  not  do  otherwise  than  let  this 
House  hear  the  other  side. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— My  surprise  at 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Woodstock  is  of  an  entirely  different 
character  from  that  expressed  by  the 
hon.  member  who  has  just  sat  down.  I 
am  surprised  that  the  hon.  Senator 
Hon.  Mr.  Miller. 


should  seek  to  deprive  His  Excellency, 
and  the  persons  for  whose  benefit  this  Bill 
was  prepared,  of  the  protection  which  the 
law  would  throw  round  them  under  this 
Act.  Unless  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
prepared  with  his  authorities,  and  points 
out  the  particular  section  of  the  Act  of 
1868  which  gives  the  power  proposed  by 
this  Bill,  he  must  accept,  as  the  House 
will,  the  statement  of  the  lender  of 
the  Government  in  t^is  House  that 
the  present  law  does  not  give  that  pro- 
tection. This  Bill  is  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  power  to  the  militia  who  are  called 
out  to  guard  the  Vice-Regal  residence 
and  to  act  as  guards  of  honor  upon  other 
occasions,  to  preserve  the  peace  and  to  pro- 
tect those  high  personages  from  injury  er 
insult.  I  did  suppose  that  that  was  an 
object  which  would  have  met  with  the 
sympathy  and  support  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Woodstock. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER.— I  have 
no  desire  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House,  but  I  may  say  that  I  can  under- 
stand the  statement  of  the  horn,  gentle- 
man from  Prince  Edward  Island  to  be 
strictly  tiue — that  the  militia  are  in  a 
perfectly  good  condition.  That,  how- 
ever, is  not  inconsistent  with  my  state- 
ment that  during  His  Excellency's  pro- 
gress thi-ough  the  country  there  were 
some  corps  who  were  so  shabbily  clothed 
that  their  appearance  was  not  creditable 
to  the  country.  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Department  of  Militia  to  see  that 
these  small  matters  are  attended  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— With  regard  to 
one  iK)rtion  of  the  Bill,  ray  hon.  friend 
went  a  good  deal  further.  He,  a  lay- 
man, undertook  to  give  a  positive  con- 
tradiction to  the  ilinister  of  Militia, 
who  is  a  lawyer,  by  saying  that  the  pre- 
sent law  was  sufficient  to  call  out  the 
forces  for  the  purposes  recited  in  the 
Bill.  I  think  the  hou*  gentleman  from 
Woodstock  should  not — especially  as  the 
leader  of  the  House  is  a  legal  gentleman 
— make  such  a  statement  on  a  legal 
question  without  being  prepared  with 
some  authority  to  back  up  his  assertion. 
He  should  cite  the  law  to  the  House.  I 
presume,  as  the  hon.  member  does  not 
make  his  statements  rashly,  if  he  ha* 
not  got  it  now,  that,  when  the  Bill  cornea 
before  the   Committee,  he  will  be   pre- 
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pared  to  show  by  authority  that  the 
preeent  law  makes  provision  for  «rhat  is 
contemplated  by  this  measure. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  said  that  there  was  no  diffi- 
culty in  getting  guards  of  honor.  I  did 
not  say  there  was  any  difficulty.  What 
I  laid  was  that,  after  guards  of  honor 
were  obtained,  they  were  net  clothed 
wiUi  legal  authority  to  act  in  certain 
emergencies.  For  instance,  a  guard  of 
honor  is  called  out  to  protect  this  place 
at  the  opening  and  prorogation  of  Par- 
liament, but,  should  a  disturbance  arise, 
they  could  not  do  their  duty  as  guards 
without  having  some  authority  to 
act  Then,  with  reference  to  the 
uniforms  of  companies  which  have 
turned  out  as  guards  of  honor 
m.  the  district  from  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman comes,  he  must  be  aware  that  the 
CrOTemment  could  not  afford  to  issue 
new  clothing  to  guards  of  honor  wher- 
erer  His  flxcellency  or  a  member  of  the 
royal  faauly  may  happen  to  He,  in  visit- 
ing different  parts  ot  the  country.  The 
clothing  of  the  militia  la  distributed  to 
them  at  certain  periods.  I  am  very 
sorry  that  the  militia  turned  out  so 
shabbily  on  the  occasion  my  hon.  friend 
speaks  of,  but  I  have  no  doubt  they  had 
Uie  same  distribution  of  clothing  as  the 
militia  had  in  other  sections  of  the  Do- 
minion, and  it  only  shews  that  they  did 
not  take  as  good  care  of  them.  As  the 
hon.  gentleman,  from  Woodstock  has 
stated  that  this  Bill  is  unnecessary,  and 
that  the  present  law  provides  the  powers 
asked  for,  I  think  he  is  bound  te  accept 
the  challenge  which  has  been  thrown  out 
by  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and 
shew  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  this 
meaeure. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  adjourned  at  4.05  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 
Thursday/,  March  ^th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

After  prayers  and  routine,  there  being 
no  notices  on  the  order  paper,  the  House 
adjourned  at  3.20  p.m. 
H(m.  Mr.  MiOer. 


THE  SENATK 

Friday,  March  5ih,  1880 

The  Speaker  tools,  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings.^ 

PUBLIC  OFFICERS'  SECURITY  BILL. 
SBCOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (28)  To  further  amend 
"  An  Act  respecting  the  security  to  be 
given  by  officers  of  Canada."  He  said  : 
Under  the  existing  law,  bonds  given  as 
security  for  public  officers  are  first  regis- 
tered at  length  in  the  Department  of  t^ 
Secretary  of  State  and  then  fyled  in  the 
Department  of  Finance.  A  good  dea> 
of  inconvenience  and  unneeessary  waste 
of  time  have  resulted  from  this.  The  BilV 
before  the  House  provides  that  instead 
of  registering  the  bonds  in  the  Finance 
Department,  they  shall  be  registered  in 
the  Department  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  after  which  they  shall  be  deposited 
in  that  Department.  This  is  the  only 
alteration — substituting  the  Department 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Finance 
Department. 

Ihe  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

MILITIA  LAWS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
IN   COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  Bill  (A)  *'  To  further  amend  the 
Acts  therein  mentioned  respecting  the 
Militia  and  Defence  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,"  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The  leader 
of  the  Government  in  this  Chamber  ob- 
served yesterday  that  I  owed  it  to  my- 
self to  explain  to-day  upon  what  grounds 
I  founded  the  statement  that  this  Bill 
was  unnecessary.  Before  proceeding  to 
do  so,  1  would  crave  the  kind  permission 
of  the  House  to  make  some  observations 
respectiug  a  speech  attributed  to  the 
learned  Senator  from  Amherst  (Mr. 
Dickey)  in  this  morning's  paper,  which  I 
unfortunately  did  not  hear  when  it  wa» 
delivered.  In  that  speech,  which  I  learn 
was  revised  by  the  hon.  member  himself 
before  it  went  to  press,  he  does  me  a 
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very  grave  vfron%  and  injustico.  I  can- 
not believe  that  tbe  hon.  gentleman  did 
this  intentionally.  Perhaps  he  did  not 
Lear  the  remarks  which  I  had  the  honor 
of  addressing  to  this  House,  although  I 
believe  they  were  heard  by  every  other 
member  who  was  present.  I  now  crave 
)>ermission  to  read  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
8ena1-or  from  Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey), 
given  in  this  morning's  Citizen,  It  is  as 
follows : — 

**  My  sarpriseat  the  speech  of  tbe  boD.  gen- 
tleman from  Woodstock  is  of  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent character  from  that  expressed  by  the 
hon.  member  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  am 
surprised  that  the  hon.  Senator  should  seek  to 
deprive  His  Excellency,  and  the  persons  for 
whose  benefit  this  Bill  was  prepared,  of  the 
protection  which  the  law  would  throw  round 
them  under  this  Act.  Unless  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  prepared  with  his  authorities,  and 
points  out  the  particular  section  of  the  Act  of 
1868  which  gives  the  power  proposed  by  this 
Bill,  he  must  accept,  as  the  House  will,  the 
statement  of  the  leader  of  the  (Government  in 
this  House  that  the  present  law  does  not  give 
that  protection.  This  Bill  is  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  power  to  the  militia  who  are  called 
out  to  guard  the  Vice-Regal  residence  and  to 
act  as  guards  of  honor  upon  other  occasions, 
to  preserve  the  peace  and  to  protect  those 
high  personages  firom  injury  or  insult.  I  did 
suppose  that  that  was  an  object  which  would 
have  met  with  the  sympathy  and  support  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Woodstock.'' 

Now,  I  desire  to  ask  this  House  to  pro- 
nounce its  opinion  calmly.  Did  I  utter  one 
word  in  the  course  of  my  remarks  yester- 
day which  would  imply  that  I  did  not 
consider  it  obligatory  on  the  Government, 
as  it  was  in  their  power,  under  the 
general  Act,  to  do  that  which  the  patriot- 
ism and  loyalty  of  the  people  of  this 
country  always  loudly  demands  from  one 
end  of  the  Dominion  to  the  other,  name- 
ly, to  do  every  honor  to  the  Govemor- 
Oeneral  and  Her  Boyal  Highness  the 
Marchioness  of  Lome,  whom  we  have 
now  the  honor  to  have  in  our  midst  1 
The  speech  of  the  learned  Senator  from 
Amherst  is  not  worthy  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, who  is  an  old  parliamentarian,  and 
whose  instincts  ought  to  be  those  of  one 
occupying  the  high  position  of  a  Senator 
of  the  Dominion.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  well  that  he  cannot  name  a  mem- 
ber of  either  chamber  who  values  more 
highly  than  I  do  the  consideration  which 
has  been  shewn  this  Dominion  by  Her 
Majesty,  in  sending  to  this  country  the 
eldest  son  ef  one  of  the  greatest  ducal 
iftmilies  of  the  North — a  family  which, 
Hon,  Mr,  Alexander, 


before  the  union  of  England  and  Scotland, 
was  more  powerful  at  times  than  the 
monarchs  of  Scotland,  and  the  learned 
Senator  would,  in  his  innocent  way,  hold 
me  up  to  contumely  by  the  remarks 
which  I  have  just  read  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  regret  ex- 
tremely that  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Woodstock,  (Mr.  Alexander)  has  allowed 
himself  te  be  persuaded  in  any  way  that 
any  remarks  of  mine  were  intended  to 
have  a  personal  applieation  to  himself  in 
the  way  of  reproach.  I  am  bound  to 
accept  the  hon.  gentleflian's  statement 
that  he  did  not  hear  my  speeeh — whioh, 
by  the  way,  is  correctly  reported — other- 
wise I  should  have  had  to  express  in 
much  stronger  terms  my  r^ret  that  he 
allowed  himself  to  be  impressed,  on  second 
thoughts,  that  it  was  intended  to  convey 
a  personal  imputation  against  himself. 
I  repeat  that  I  accept  his  explanation 
that  ho  did  not  hear  my  speech,  but  I 
did  hear  his,  and  I  heard  him  urge  in  the 
strongest  terms  that  this  Bill,  which  was 
intended  for  the  protection  of  those  high 
personages,  was  wholly  unnecessary.  I 
qualified  my  remarks  by  asking  him  to 
point  out  the  clause  in  the  Act  of  1868 
that  gives  the  power  which  this  measure 
confers,  and  said  that,  otherwise,  the 
House  would  accept  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Minister  ef  Militia  that  the  Bill  was 
necessary.  Other  gentlemen  referred  to 
the  matter  in  the  same  wa} ,  and  yet  the 
hon.  Senator  insisted  that  the  Bill  was 
unnecessary.  That  is  the  reason  why  I 
felt  called  upon  to  express  my  sur- 
prise at  the  course  which  he 
took.  I  have  no  desire  to  get 
into  a  personal  altercation  with  the 
hon.  Senator  or  any  other  member  of 
this  House.  I  am  in  the  judgment  of 
the  Senate  to  say  whether  I  am  in  the 
habit  of  making  personal  attacks  upon 
anyone.  I  may  express  my  opinions  on 
public  questions  strongly,  but  I  hope 
that  I  am  free  from  the  imputation  of 
having  attacked  anyone  personally.  I 
know  what  is  due  to  my  colleagues,  and 
it  is  due  to  the  hon.  Senator  from  Wood- 
stock (Mr.  Alexander)  to  say  that  in 
no  way  did  I  insinuate  or  attempt  to 
insinuate  anything  against  his  loyalty  or 
patriotism.  So  far  fi*Qm  that,  I  was 
quite  persuaded  that,  from  the  hon.  mem- 
ber's frequent,  and  I  may  add,  almost 
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exuberant  professions  of  thefie  high 
qoalities,  it  would  have  been  a  work  of 
supererogation  on  my  part  to  have  com- 
plimented him  u[)on  them,  or  in  any 
way  questions  J  them,  and,  therefore,  I 
beg  to  assure  him  that  in  any  remarks 
which  I  made  I  desired  to  cast  no  reflec- 
tion whatever  upon  his  chivalrous  de- 
votion to  the  high  personages  referred  to. 
It  was  because,  om  his  part,  he  had  those 
feelings  of  patriotism  and  loyalty  that 
animate  every  gentleman  here,  much 
aa  we  may  difler  on  the  propriety  of 
constantly  obtruding  them,  that  I 
expressed  my  surprise  as  I  did,  and  I 
did  think  that  the  hou.  gentleman  would 
have  felt  himself  complimented  rather 
than  attacked  'by  me.  There  was  no 
desire,  on  my  part,  to  refer  offensively  to 
the  hon.  member,  and  I  hope  he  is  satis- 
fied with  the  s<»itement  which  he  has 
made  and  wOl  be  equally  satisfied  with 
the  explanation  which  I  have  furnished. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  shall 
now,  with  respectful  deference  to  the 
House,  state  tke  grounds  upon  which  I 
expressed  the  opimion,  yesterday,  that 
thia  Bill  is  unnecessary.  I  find  in  the 
Statute  of  1868  (31  Vict.),  in  the  third 
■ab-section  of  clause  2,  the  following  : — 

<'  The  Ck>vernor.Gtoneral  shall,  from  time  to 
iim«,  make  such  orders  as  may  be  necessary 
respecting  the  duties  to  be  performed  by  the 
Minister  of  Militia  and  Defence." 

I  find  again  in  the  64th  clause  of  that 
Act  that  the  active  militia  of  the  Domi- 
nion '*  shall  be  subject  to  the  Queen's 
regulations  and  orders  for  the  army  of 
Her  Majesty."  Can  anything  be  clearer 
than  that  1  Again,  in  the  97th  clause 
of  the  Act  I  find  the  following  : 

« All  regulations  made  under  authority  of 
this  Act  shall  be  published  in  the  Canada 
OoMetUy  and  when  so  published  bhall  hare  the 
force  of  law  as  fully  as  if  they  were  contained 
in  this  AcU!' 

And  now  I  will,  with  the  pennission 
of  the  House,  read  from  the  regulations 
sanctioned  by  the  Minister  of  Militia 
under  the  5iilitia  Act.  The  304th  para- 
j^rraph  reJates  to  "  Honors  and  Salutes." 
The  305th  paragraph  provides  for  a 
salute  of  19  guns  whenever  the  Governor 
General  opens  or  prorogues  Parliament, 
and  15  guns  when  a  Lieutenant-Governor 
opens  or  prorogues  a  Local  Legislature. 
llie  306th  clause  provides  far  the  pay- 
ffon,  Mr,  Dickey, 


ment  of  the  active  militia  for  firing 
salutes  and  furnishing  guards  of  honor. 
I  am  but  a  layman,  but  I  submit  to  the 
legal  gentlemen  of  this  House,  could  any- 
thing be  more  clear  than  the  fact  that 
the  Militia  Law  of  1868  gives  the  Gov- 
emment  power  to  issue  suck  regulations 
as  those  1  I  might  go  on  enumemting 
other  clauses,  but  I  have  quoted  enough 
to  justify  roe  in  having  ai)pealed  to  the 
House  to  express  its  opinion  whether 
this  amending  Act  is  necessary.  The 
Grovemment  jwssess  the  power,  and  that 
power  has  been  acted  upon.  We  have  a 
militia  in  the  country  who  are  proud  to 
perform  those  duties  upon  every  occasion. 
They  have  no  greater  pleasure  than  to 
serve  on  occasions  when  the  Governor- 
General  is  traversing  the  country,  and, 
when  he  is  accompanied  by  the  daughter 
of  our  beloved  Queen,  their  pleasure  ia 
increased  a  thousand-fold.  My  opinion 
may  be  an  erroneous  one,  and  I  would 
not  for  a  moment  think  of  uioving  any 
amendment  to  the  Bill,  bicause  the 
leader  of  the  House  ought  to  know  a 
great  deal  more  than  I  do  alx)ut  a  ques- 
tion of  law,  but  I  have  considered  it  my 
duty  to  express  those  opinions,  which  I 
conscientiously  entertain,  with  all  defer- 
ence to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER.-^ As  I  presume  I 
was  one  of  the  legal  gentlemen  to  whom 
the  hon.  Senator  from  WoodsUwk 
referred  as  having  challenged  him  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  to  produce  his 
authority  for  the  position  he  assumed  on 
that  occasion,  I  consider  myself,  to  some 
extent,  addressed  by  him  in  his  present 
remarks.  I  am  very  glad  to  find  that 
my  hon.  friend  has  taken  the  trouble  to 
submit  to  thia  House  the  authorities 
which  he  considered,  T  have  no  doubt, 
sufficient  to  justify  him  in  the  course  he 
pursued  on  that  occasion,  and  after  hear- 
ing him  read  the  Militia  Orders,  the 
House  will  not  be  surprised  at  his  taking 
the  position  he  did  when  the  Bill  was 
read  the  second  time.  But  I  still  enter- 
tain the  opinion  that  there  is  no  authori- 
ty to  justify  the  hon.  gentleman  in  the 
position  he  then  assumed  and  yet  con- 
tends for,  and  that  there  is  no  law  to 
sustain  the  Government  in  calling  out  the 
militia  on  such  occasions  as  are  contem- 
plated by  this  Bill.  My  hon.  friend  was 
led    into    a    mistake   which  I   am    not 
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at  all  surprised  that  a  layman  shoald 
fall  into.  He  has  not  exandned  as 
carefully  as  he  should  have  done  the 
-terms  of  the  Statute,  or  he  would  have 
discovered  there  was  no  clause  to  author- 
ice  the  makiu^^  of  the  militia  regulations 
lie  had  read  to  the  Homse.  Had  he  done 
4SO  he  would  have  found  that  this  amend- 
ing Act  was  introduced  for  the  very  pur- 
pose of  supplying  this  defect.  Such  regu- 
lations are,  at  the  present  time,  without 
any  authority  or  warrant  of  law.  The 
provisions  of  the  Militia  Act  justify  the 
-calling  out  of  the  militia  under  certain 
-circumstances,  and  for  specific  purposes. 
The  militia  force  is  the  creation,  the 
creature  of  the  Statute,  and  possesses  no 
authority  whatever  except  that  with 
which  it  is  clothed  by  the  Statute  creating 
it.  The  Statute,  as  I  said  before,  enum- 
•erate^  certain  occasions  on  which  the 
militia  may  be  called  out.  Outside  these 
<>ccasions  there  is  no  legal  authority  for 
•calling  out  the  militia.  It  is  true  the 
Statute  gives  the  power  to  the  Governor 
in  Council  to  make  orders  and  regulations 
for  the  carrying  out  of  the  law,  but  only 
for  the  carrying  out  of  such  objects 
as  are  specified  in  the  law,  end,  as 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill  do  not 
already  exist  by  Statute,  it  requires 
statutory  power  for  the  Governor  in 
Council  to  make  regulations  on  these 
points.  The  Governor  in  Council  has  no 
legal  authority  to  call  out  the  militia  at 
the  opening  and  prorogation  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  for  the  purpose  of  attending  the 
Oovernor -General,  or  to  guard  any 
armory.  If  any  regulations  have  hitherto 
been  made  by  the  Governor  in  Council 
for  calling  out  the  militia  for  such  pur- 
poses, they  are  ultra  vires,  and  they  have 
no  legal  effect.  If  I  am  not  very  much 
mistaken,  a  decision  was  given  by  some 
•eourt  in  Ontario  last  year  which  may, 
j^erhaps,  hoare  been  the  means  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  this 
subject  I  know  the  decision  struck 
most  people  at  the  time  as  being  very 
-extraordinary,  and  laymen  laughed  at  the 
idea  that  a  militia  man,  in  the  exercise  of 
his  duty,  acting  under  orders  from  his 
superior  officers,  should  be  guilty  of  tres- 
pass. But  the  fact  remains  that,  if  the 
law  did  not  authorize  the  militia  man 
to  be  there,  or  justify  his  command- 
ing officer  in  assigning  him  such 
a  duty,  he  was  just  as  much  a 
Hon  Mr.  Miller. 


trespasser  as  if  he  were  not  a  member  of 
the  militia.  It  is  because  the  law  at  the 
present  time  does  not  justify  the  making 
of  these  regulations  that,  I  presume,  the 
Government  have  taken  the  very  reason- 
able course  of  supplying  a  very  palpable 
deficiency  in  the  Statute.  I  do  not  know 
how  far  it  is  expedient  to  give  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  all  the  authority  sisked  for  in  this 
Bill.  I  do  not  know  how  wise  it  is  to 
give  the  Government  authority  to  call 
out  tke  militia  *'  upon  any  other  occa- 
sion on  which  it  may  be  considered  pro- 
per by  the  Governor-General  in  Council 
by  special  order  in  that  behalf."  It  is 
giving  them  a  very  extended  power, 
which  may  be  a  very  necessary  one  ;  but 
I  should  certainly  rather  see  that  sub- 
section of  the  second  clausb  not  included 
in  the  Bill.  However,  this  is  not  the 
time  to  make  any  objection  of  that  kind, 
and  I  do  not  intend  to  raise  it  now.  I 
hope  ray  hon.  friend  will  soe,  from  the 
few  remarks  I  have  made,  that  when  he 
opposed  this  measure  he  labored  under 
a  great  mistake  as  to  the  present  state  of 
the  law. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
— My  hon.  friend  from  Eichmond  spoke 
of  his  argument  as  "  imperfect, "  but 
I  think  it  is  a  very  complete  and 
satisfactory  explanation  of  the  neoes- 
sity  of  this  Bill.  I  will  not,  there- 
fore, enlarge  upon  it  at  all,  but  will 
simply  mention  the  circumstance  under 
which  the  necessity  of  the  Bill  was 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  Depart- 
ment. It  was  the  very  case  to 
which  the 'hon.  Senator  from  Richmond 
alluded,  and  occurred  in  London,  On- 
tario, on  the  occasion  of  the  visit  of  Her 
Royal  Highness  the  Princess  Louise, 
last  summer.  A  detachment  of  militia 
was  called  out  on  that  occasion  and  di- 
rected to  prevent  persons  from  crossing 
the  street  until  the  Vice-Regal  party  had 
passed.  Carrying  out  this  order,  one  of 
the  militia,  either  a  sergeant  or  a  private, 
stopped  a  person  who  was  crossing  the 
road  and  said  to  him,  "  My  orders  are 
to  prevent  anyone  passing  here."  This, 
tbe  man,  who  was  an  official  of  the  town 
of  London,  pooh  -  poohed,  and  tried 
to  pass  on.  When  the  militiaman 
brought  his  rifle  to  port,  the  official 
pushed  it  to  one  side  and  walked  through. 
Afterwards,  the   man  who   had  persisted 
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in  crossing  the  street  brought  up  the 
militiaman  before  a  magistrate  on  a 
chaige  of  assault,  and  had  him  fined  a 
dollar  or  two  and  costs,  although  the 
militiaman  had  acted  in  striot  pursuance 
of  his  order.  The  fine  was  paid  and  ap- 
plication was  made  to  the  Department  of 
Militia  to  compensate  the  militiaman  for 
loss  of  time  and  expenses.  The  matter 
came  before  me  shortly  after  I  t«ok 
charge  of  the  Department,  and  I  directed 
that  the  amount  should  be  paid — some 
thirty  dollars.  The  anomaly  of  the  posi- 
tion presented  itself  strongly  to  me,  and  I 
submitted  it  to  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
and,  the  whole  question  haying  been 
considered  by  him,  it  was  ascertained 
that  the  militia  order  which  so 
very  naturally  misled  the  hon.  Sen- 
ator from  Woodstock  was  without 
authority,  and  that  the  sanction 
of  the  law  was  required  to  clothe  the 
militia  force  with  the  powers  which 
they  required  to  carry  out  such  orders. 
Of  course,  when  you  dress  a  man  in 
uniform  and  put  a  musket  in  his  hand, 
you  do  not,  by  the  simple  fact,  make  him 
anything  more  than  a  citizen.  'J'ake, 
for  instance,  the  guard  of  honor  for  the 
purpose  of  lining  the  steps  of  this  .build- 
ing when  the  Govemor-Gteneral  comes 
to  open  Parliament.  Suppose  an  iinruly 
person,  or  three  or  four  unruly  persons, 
should  try  to  push  through  the  line,  and 
the  militiamen  should  resist  them,  the 
latter  could  be  brought  before  a  magis- 
trate on  the  charge  of  assault,  and  fined. 
There  is  no  defence,  because  they 
would  not  be  there  for  purposes  legalized 
by  Statute.  They  can  be  called  out  for 
drill,  to  suppress  a  riot,  or  to  quell  an 
insurrection.  In  these  three  cases  author- 
ity is  given  to  call  them  out,  and  the 
officer  in  charge  acquires  the 
necessary  legal  right  to  command  over 
the  men,  which  he  does  not  possess  if 
they  are  called  out  for  purposes  not  author- 
ized by  law,  and,  without  this  legal  sanc- 
tion, the  men  might  disobey  and  disci- 
pline be  impossible.  You  require,  in 
the  first  place,  the  sanction  of  the  law  to 
maintain  and  to  give  the  officers  the 
necessary  right  to  command  the  soldiers  ; 
and  you  require,  also,  the  authority  of 
the  law  to  enable  the  soldiers  to  carry 
out  those  orders,  as  against  unruly  per- 
sons, and  it  is  a  happy  thing  for  us  all 
tliat  the  sanction  of  the  law  is  required 
Eon.  Sir  Alex.  Campbell. 


in  such  oases.  The  hon.  Senator  from 
Woodstock  has  fallen  into  a  very  natural 
error,  but  I  am  sure  that  when  he  looks 
further  into  the  matter  he  will  say  that 
militiamen  require  the  sanction  of  the 
law  to  discharge  their  duties.  Although 
the  General  Orders  he  has  read  do  pro- 
vide for  calling  out  guards  of  honor, 
the  sanction  of  law  is  wanting,  and  it  is 
because  the  courts  have  so  decided  in 
the  case  which  has  been  referred  to,  and 
the  Minister  of  Justice's  expression  of 
opinion  that  such  legislation  is  necessary, 
that  this  Bill  has  b^n  introduced. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The  ex- 
planation is  in  every  way  satisfactory, 
and  I  have  the  greatest  pleasure  in  stat- 
ing so.  Of  course,  my  objection  was 
the  result  of  an  'error  which  I  fell  into 
from  not  knowing  those  facts. 

The  House  then  went  into  Committee, 
Hon.  Mr.  Montgomery  in  the  chair. 

The  1st  clause  of  the  Bill  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  2nd  clause  :  *'  Certain  cases  in 
which  the  active  militia  may  be  called 
out," 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  moved  that  sub- 
section "  d "  authorizing  the  Governor 
in  Council  to  call  out  the  mUitia  ''  upon 
any  other  occasion  "  be  struck  out. 

Hon.  SirALBX.  CAMPBELL  said 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  amendment. 

On  the  4th  clause  :  "  Canteens  may 
be  opened  in  camps  of  the  active  militia 
in  certain  cases  and  under  certain  regu- 
lations," 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  expressed  a  desire 
to  know  what  his  hon.  friend  from 
Sarnia  thought  of  it     (Laughjter.) 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  said,  so  far  from 
thinking  that  clause  of  tlie  Bill  should 
come  out,  lie  considered  it  a  very  im- 
portant one.  In  his  judgment  that,  alone, 
would  have  been  sufficient  to  justify  the 
inti'oduction  of  the  measure.  If  it  were 
not  for  this  canteen  clause,  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  restrain  young  men 
when  called  out  on  duty  from  indulging 
in  intokicating  drinks  when  they  had  no 
restrictions  placed  upon  t^hem.  This  BUi 
provided  for  the  maintenance  of  canteens 


Digitized  by 


Google 


104 


Militia  Laws 


[SENATE.] 


Amendment  Bill. 


within  the  limits  of  the  camp,  and  it 
prevented  liquor  from  being  sold  to  the 
men,  except  under  proper  restrictions. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

The  Committee  rose  and  re[)orted  the 
Bill  as  amended. 

The  report  was  received,  and  the 
amendment  was  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  read  the  third  time  on 
Monday  next 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER—I  would  like  to 
ask  my  hon.  friend  how  far  this  provision 
goes :  "  Provided  also  that  nothing 
herein  contained  shall  authorise  the  sale 
of  liquors  contrary  to  the  Drovisions  of 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878." 
That  does  not  mean,  of  eourse,  to  extend 
the  operation  of  the  Canada  Temperanee 
Act  to  places  where  it  has  not  been 
brought  into  force  by  the  vote  of  the 
people? 

Hon.  air  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL.— The  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act  is  not  in  force,  except  where 
it  has  been  established  by  proclamation, 
after  its  adoption  by  vote  of  the  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— If  we  found  that 
the  result  of  this  Bill  was  to  bring  into 
operation  provisions  of  the  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act  in  an  indirect  manner,  it 
would  be  rather  an  unfair  way  of  doing 
it.  I  do  not  mean  te  say  it  would  have 
that  effect,  but  certainly  it  is  worthy 
of  consideration  before  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill,  esi>ecially  as  it  has  been  so 
readily  accepted  by  mj  hon.  friend  from 
Samia. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Richmond  must  greatly  hare 
misunderstood  my  character  a^d  purpose 
to  imagine  that  I  would  resort  to  any 
mnfair  means  to  promote  tke  tem'perance 
cause. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  assure  my  hon. 
friend  that  I  do  not  impute  any  question- 
able motive  to  him,  but  temperance  men, 
in  the  furtherance  of  their  policy,  are 
sometimes  disposed  to  consider  that  the 
end  justifies  the  means,  and  I  would 
hardly  care  to  trust  the  hon.  gentleman 
Hon.  Mr.  Vidal 


and  his  friends  if  they  oonld  benefit  their 
cause  by  a  sly  enactment. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  House  will 
recollect  the  alacrity  with  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Samia  expressed  the 
very  greatest  pleasure  at  seeing  this  very 
provision,  and  he  said,  in  fact,  that  if 
there  was  nothing  else  in  the  Bill, 
that  clause  was  quite  sufficient  to 
recommend  it  to  him.  Now,  if  this 
clause  means  nothing  more  than  liquor 
shall  not  be  sold  except  in  plaoes  where 
it  is  not  prevented  by  the  Canada  Tem- 
perance Act,  then  it  is  entirely  su^ier- 
fluous.  It  is  the  anxiety  of  the  hon. 
geatleman  from  Samia  to  have  the  elause 
adopted  that  has  aroused  the  suspicion  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond — and  I 
share  with  him  that  suspicion —-that  under 
it  the  sale  of  liquor  may  be  prevented 
where  the  Canada  Temperance  Aet  is  not 
in  foree.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
should  consider  the  clause  well  before  h» 
gives  hb  unqualified  approval  to  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  expressly  stated 
that  my  approval  was  of  the  bringing  of 
those  canteens  under  the  control  of  th» 
officers  within  the  camp,  so  that  the  men 
would  not  be  exposed  to  the  temptations 
they  would  otherwise  have  if  the  canteens 
were  outside  the  camp.  As  to  the  other 
proviso  of  the  clause,  I  do  not  attach  the 
least  weight  to  it.  My  belief  is  that^ 
wherever  the  Temperance  Act  of 
1878  is  in  operation,  the  establish- 
ment of  a  camp  in  such  a  district 
would  not  interfere  with  the  existing 
law.  T  must  repudiate  the  insinuation 
thrown  out,  not  only  against  myself,  but 
against  other  temperance  men,  that  we 
would  resort  to  any  means  that  would  not 
bear  investigation  in  this  House  or  before 
the  world  to  further  our  cause. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  must  compli- 
ment my  hon.  friend  upon  his  extreme 
liberality,  as  he  is  quite  willing  to  allow 
liquor  to  be  sold  to  officers  and  men  in 
the  canteens  on  certain  conditions. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  inclined  to 
doubt  the  constitutionality  of  this  Act  as 
interfering  with  the  Municipal  License 
Act.  On  the  third  reading  I  shall  mo>v# 
an  amendment  to  this  clause.  I  should 
rather  think  that  in  these  canteens  liquor 
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should  not  be  sold  at  all,  when  our 
militia  are  called  out  for  annual  drill. 
It  should  not  be  made  an  occasion  for 
a  summer  holiday  and  jollification. 
Heretofore,  officers  and  men  in  numer- 
ous instances  have  opposed  the  introduc- 
tion of  canteens  into  the  camp,  as  their 
tendency  is  to  demoraliae  the  men.  The 
effect  of  the  inti*oduction  of  liquors 
amongst  a  large  body  of  men  assembled 
in  camp,  who  are  not  subject  to  the  dis- 
cipline of  regular  troops,  and  who  are 
aocostomed  to  the  gratification  of  their 
own  wishes  on  all  occasions,  will  lead  to 
more  or  less  demoralization.  I  should 
like  my  hon.  friend  who  has  charge  of 
the  Bill  in  this  House  to  consider 
whether  it  would  not  be  wise  to  do  away 
with  the  canteens  on  such  occasions. 
The  men  will  get  liquor  in  thl9  neighbor- 
ing towns  wherever  they  are  in  camp, 
and  I  do  think  we  should  not  give  un- 
due feusilities  in  the  direction  of  intem- 
perance. On  reading  the  clause  it  seems 
to  convey  a  desire  that  the  commanding 
officers  should  be  clothed  with  authority 
to  allow  liquor  to  be  sold  in  canteens. 
In  frequent  instances  canteens  have  not 
been  allowed  within  the  area  where 
troops  were  encamped.  I  give  notice 
now  that,  on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill, 
I  shall  propose  such  an  amendment  as  to 
debar  the  officers  from  having  canteens 
in  which  any  liquor  is  sold  on  a  oamp 
ground. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
Am  very  glad  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  bring  the  temperance  part  of  the 
question  up  on  the  third  reading.  To  us 
who  are  in  the  opposite  camp,  of  course, 
it  is  a  matter  of  regret  to  see  this 
division  between  the  hon.  Senator 
opposite  (Mr.  Scott)  and  the  hon.  gentle- 
mam  (Mr.  Vidal)  behind  me.  But,  as  I 
am  obliged  to  take  one  side  or  the  other, 
my  convictions  are  decidedly  with  my 
hon.  friend  from  Samia.  It  is  far  safer 
and  better  to  put  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  under  the  order  which  obtains  in 
eamp,  and  which  could  not  possibly  be 
enforced  outside  of  the  camp.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Scott)  believes  that  it  would  be  pos- 
sible, where  you  get  three  or  four 
thoaaand  men  together  in  camp,  to 
prevent  them  resorting  to  the  use 
of  liquor,  and  when  they  procure 
Jltm,  Mr,  Scott. 


ii  outside  of  the  camp  they  are 
subject  to  much  greater  temptations 
than  if  they  can  procure  it  at  a 
canteen,  under  the  rules,  regulations 
and  authority  of  the  military  officers 
in  command.  The  practice  which 
obtains  in  the  regular  army,  under 
such  circumstances,  is  more  likely  to 
result  in  reasonable  temperance  among 
the  soldiers.  I  am  convinced  from  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  behind 
me  (Mr.  Yidal)  that  it  is  a  valuable 
clause  which  puts  the  sale  of  liquor 
under  the  discipline  of  the  camp.  I 
think  the  proviso  in  the  latter  part  of 
the  clause  necessaiy;  because  in  this 
Act,  which,  my  hon.  friend  will  re- 
member, was  passed  subsequently  to 
the  Temperance  Act  that  has  been 
quoted,  we  are  allowing  the  can- 
teens to  be  used  where  camps  are 
established,  and,  therefore,  it  might  be 
supposed  that  it  that  proviso  were  not 
there,  there  would  be  a  repeal,  by  intent, 
of  the  temperance  law.  Hence  the 
proviso  is  well  introduced  by  the 
Minister  of  Justice  to  prevent  the  sale 
of  liquor  where  the  Temperance  Act  is 
in  force.  As  to  the  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  opposite  (Air.  Scott) 
I  shall  be  happy  to  discuss  it  with  him 
on  Monday,  and  I  trust  chat  the  Kouse 
will  not  agree  with  him  in  the  con- 
clusions at  which  he  has  arrived,  but 
will  agree  with  me  that  we  are  more 
likely  to  have  reasonable  temperance, 
order  and  decorum  in  a  camp  by  placing 
the  sale  of  liquor  under  the  discipline  of 
the  service. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—  Will  my  hon. 
friend  answer  the  question  which  I  put 
to  him  as  to  the  present  practice — 
whether  it  is  the  practice  for  the  com- 
manding officer,  under  the  existing  law, 
to  establish  canteens  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL —I 
eannot  answer  that  question  ;  I  am  not 
sure  upon  that  point,  but  I  think  it  is 
the  practice. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  have  to  repu- 
diate all  the  merit  which  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Militia  attributed  to  me, 
because  I  have  been  misunderstood  if  he 
suppos^  that  I  would,  under  any  circum- 
stances, tolerate  the  sale  of  that  which  I 
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believe  to  be  injurious,  whollj  and 
always.  My  sympathy  is  entirely  with 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Ottawa,  and  I 
assure  him  that,  if  he  moves  on  the  third 
reading  an  amendment  such  as  he  haa 
suggested,  he  shall  have  my  support  at 
all  events.  I  had  an  idea  that  a  canteen 
was  a  place  where  tea,  sugar,  coffee  and 
soap  were  sold.  I  thought,  of  course, 
that  liquor  would  be  sold  also,  but  that 
if  it  was  lawful  to  sell  liquor,  it 
was  better  that  it  should  be  under  con- 
trol. At  the  same  time,  if  we  can,  by 
any  means,  get  into  the  law  a  prohibition 
which  does  not  exist  at  present,  it 
would  be  the  greatest  benefit  we  could 
confer  upon  the  defenders  of  our  country 
who  meet  together  for  drill ;  and  I  can 
assure  my  hon.  friend  from  Ottawa  that 
it  shall  have  my  cordial  support  at  all 
events. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— My  hon.  friend 
from  Samia  would,  I  think,  have  been 
only  fair  had  he  given  me  the  credit  of 
the  good  result  which  was  likely  to  fol- 
low from  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Ottawa.  Knowing  as  I  did  the 
strong  vie^s  entertained  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman on  the  subject,  and  knowing  that 
this  clause  introduced  into  the  militia 
law  a  provision  for  legalizing  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  at  meetings  of  the 
militia  force,  I  thought  my  hon.  friend 
-eould  certainly  not  have  had  his  atten- 
tion properly  called  to  the  Act,  or  he 
would  not  have  expressed  himself  in  the 
way  he  did  when  he  rose  to  answer  my 
observations.  He  was  not  satisfied  with 
merely  endoi'sing  the  Act,  but  he 
took  the  trouble  to  read  a  portion  of  the 
clause  he  referred  to,  and  he  gave  it  his 
warm  approval.  Not  only  that,  but  he 
lather  threw  out  some  insinuations  against 
this  side  of  the  House  while  compliment- 
ing himself  on  his  own  superior  virtue, 
4UI  perhaps  gentlemen  of  my  profession 
would  be  more  likely  to  do.  But  I  do 
not  think  it  was  meeting  me  in  the  way 
J  deserved  to  be  met,  for  the  very  timely 
and  friendly  manner  in  which  I  called  his 
attention  to  a  matter  in  which  he  was 
deeply  interested.  I  am  glad  to  see  that 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Ottawa  have  had  the  effect  of  bringing 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  his  proper 
views  upon  this  question,  and  to 
.a  much  better  frame  of^  mind. 
IloTL  Mr.  VidaL 


I  do  not  believe  that  it  would  be  very 
wise  to  introduce  this  provision  into  the 
ktw.  I  do  not  think  it  should  be  there. 
The  traffic  is  bad  enough  on  occasions 
when  large  bodies  of  men  are  congregated 
together  for  militia  purposes,  but  it  is 
worse  than  bad  if,  by  an  enactment  of  this 
kind,  you  lec^alize  the  selling  of  liquor 
among  them  in  canteens,  and  if  my  hon. 
friend  from  Ottawa  will  propose  an 
amendment  to  the  Act,  such  as  he  has 
given  notice  of,  I,  for  one,  shall  be  happy 
to  vote  for  it,  regardless  of  what  position 
my  hon,  friend  from  Sarnia  may  take 
upon  the  questiom. 

The  House  adjourned  at  4.15  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Monday,  March  8th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

After  prayers  and  routine  proeeedings. 

BILL   INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (2)  "To  repeal  the  Acts  reKpect- 
ing  insolvency  in  force  in  Canada." 


THE  ACCIDENT    TO  THE  VICE-REGAL 
PARTY. 

REPLY  TO  THE  JOINT  ADDRESS. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBBLI. 
brought  down  the  following  Message 
from  His  Excellency  the  Oovemor- 
General : — 

"GOVBRHKBVT  ^0^B■. 

<<  Ottawa,  5th  March,  1880. 
«  Honorable  OenUemen  qf  the  Senate  ; 

^  Oentlemen  qf  the  Houee  qf  Commom  : 

<<  I  much  regret  that  the  Princess  is  unable 
to  receive  with  me  in  person  the  Joint  Address 
yon  do  me  the  honor  to  present  to  me  to-day. 

<*  The  concern  yon  express  for  the  injuries 
flhe  lately  received  when  on  her  way  to  Uie 
Senate  Chamber,  the  sympathy  shewn  on  hear- 
ing of  the  accident,  and  the  satisfoction  ex- 
pressed on  learning  that  the  evil  results  are 
now  test  disappeariniTi  give  to  us  a  token  of 
your  kindness  which  has  been  deeply  felt  by 
her. 

<<  Daring  the  time  she  has  been  in  Canada 
she  has  received  from  the  people  of  this 
country  constant  marks  of  their  chivalrous  and 
generous  affection.  She  bids  me  tell  you, 
what  I  know  to  be  the  simple  truth,  that  she 
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is  very  sensible  of  these,  and  feels  herself 
'happy  in  having  come  here,  and  in  being  the 
occasion  of  the  manifestation  of  the  love  of  a 
lojal  and  united  people  for  the  Queen  and  the 
Empire. 

"  It  will  be  her  pride,  while  in  Canada,  to 
deTote  herself  to  the  interests  of  the  people 
who  have  before  them  so  great  a  future,  and  in 
whose  hearts  it  will  be  her  earnest  wish  to  find 
an  abiding  place. 

"  LOBMB." 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  am  sure  we 
are  all  very  well  pleased  to  hear  that 
Address  read,  but  we  have  already  seen 
it  in  the  newspapers. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
was  brought  down  on  Friday,  after  the 
Senate  had  adjourned.  It  was  presented 
in  the  other  House  on  that  day  because 
they  sat  longer  than  we  did. 

ACCIDENTS    ON  THE   INTERCOLONIAL 
RAILWAY. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  inquired  of  the 
Government : — 

1st.  What  were  the  exact  circumstances 
which  led  to  the  serious  accident  on  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  on  the  29th  ultimo  ? 

2nd.  What  was  the  exact  nature  of  the 
accident  and  of  the  damage  done  ? 

3rd.  Have  any  steps  been  taken  to  have  an 
Investigation  as  to  said  accident  ? 

He  said  :  The  next  morning  after  I  had 
given  notice  of*  this  inquiry,  a  despatch 
appeared  in  the  Ottawa  Citizen^  coming 
froM  the  Superintendent  of  the  Interco- 
lonial Hallway,  which  professed  to  give 
all  the  information  asked  for ;  and  in 
order  to  make  the  meaning  of  my  inquiry 
more  clear  to  the  Government  and  this 
Chamber,  T  should  like  to  point  out  in 
what  particulars  this  despatch  does  not 
-convey  the  information  I  have  asked  for. 
As  to  my  first  question,  the  reason  given 
in  this  letter  is  as  follows  : — 

'•The  principal  fiicts,  so  &r  as  obtained  at 
preMnt,  appear  to  be  that  the  special  freight 
train  got  stuck  in  the  snow  about  one  mile 
south  of  Tartaque,  as  there  had  been  a  very 
heavy  storm  the  previous  night.  The  signals, 
put  out  by  the  conductor  to  protect  the  rear  of 
his  train,  not  being  far  enough  out,  No.  33 
train  ran  into  the  delayed  train.  The  damage 
by  this  collision  was  very  slight  indeed.  The 
conductor  of  No.  33  train  sent  out  signals  to 
protect  the  rear  of  his  train,  but  the  engine 
driver  of  the  mail  special  following  does  not 
appear  to  have  seen  them  until  too  late,  and 
this  caused  the  second  collision.'' 

Reply  to  Address. 


It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  the  snow 
storm  was  a  heavy  one — it  certainly  was 
not  known  here  as  a  heavy  one  ;  •  and  it 
is  a  remarkable  fact  that  the  remainder 
of  the  journey  was  accomplished  without 
interference  from  snow.  Reports  from 
other  sources  would  indicate  that  there 
was  not  a  heavy  snow  fall.  And  pas- 
sengers who  came  over  the  road  in  the 
next  train  state  that  the  cause  of  the 
stoppage  of  the  train  was  that  the  engine 
gave  out.  It  seems  to  me  that  there 
must  have  been  a  very  grave  neglect  of 
duty  on  the  part  of  some  one,  or  such  an 
accident  could  not  have  happened.  No. 
33  freight  train  was  not  very  far  ahead 
of  the  one  following  it.  It  was  known 
at  Oampbellton,  when  the  second  train 
left  there,  that  the  first  was  only  a  short 
distance  ahead,  and,  if  ordinary  pre- 
cautions had  been  observed  when  No. 
33  stopped,  and  a  man  sent  back  a  suffi- 
cient distance  to  signal  the  coming;  train. 
No.  33  wouKl  not  have  been  run  into. 
Then  Mr.  Pottinger  goes  on  to  say  that 
the  mail  train  came  along,  and  that  for 
some  reason  or  other  the  engmeer  did  not 
see  the  signals  put  out  to  stop  him  until 
it  was  too  late.  While  it  is  possible 
that  one  mistake  might  have  been  made, 
and  no  one  have  been  seriously  to  blame, 
it  is  rather  too  much  to  ask  us  to  believe 
that  the  two  accidents  could  have 
occurred  if  proper  percauti«ns  had  been 
taken  to  prevent  the  advancing  train 
from  running  into  the  wreck,  or  if  there 
had  not  been  some  grave  fault  on  the 
part  of  the  employes  on  the  road.  For 
that  reason,  it  is  necessary  and  desirable 
that  some  accurate-  information  should 
be  obtained.  The  second  inquiry  is  as 
to  the  amount  of  damages  done  and  the 
nature  of  the  accident.  Mr.  Pottinger's 
despatch  says  that  ''the  trains  were 
hauled  out  of  the  way  and  placed  on 
sidings,  and  the  track  was  cleared  at  € 
p.m.  Yesterday  the  mail  train  was 
quite  uninjured,  with  the  exception  of 
the  engine.  There  is  only  one  engine 
damaged,  and  that  only  slightly."  Now, 
it  seems  to  me  to  be  rather  strange  that 
if  there  was  almost  no  injury  done,  and 
if,  as  Mr.  Pottinger  says,  "  the  track  is 
not  damaged  in  the  slightest,  not 
a  single  rail  being  disturbed,"  th« 
train  should  have  been  delayed  nine 
hours  at  that  place.  If  only  one  of  three 
engines  was  injpred,  and  that  •*  slightly," 
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it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  so  long  a 
delay  "was  necessary.  Mr.  Pottinger 
represents  that  the  whole  damage  does 
not  amount  to  more  than  $2,000.  I 
should  hesitate  to  accept  that  estimate  as 
a  correct  one,  not  that  I  think  that  tlie 
statement  made  in  some  of  the  news- 
papers tliat  the  damage  amounts  to 
$G0,000  should  be  relied  upon  as  being 
accurate.  I  think  we  should  have  full 
and  accurate  information.  Mr.  Pottinger 
says  that  steps  have  been  taken  to  have  an 
investigation,  and  I  may  say  that,  if  I 
had  suen  lus  despatch  before  putting  this 
notice  on  the  order  paper,  I  would  not 
have  asked  the  question,  although  t  do 
not  think  the  despatch  gives  a  very 
accurate  account  of  what  has  occurred. 
I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
leader  of  the  Government  to  one  part  of 
this  despatch.  Mr.  Pottinger  says :  "  the 
accident  is  one  of  those  to  which  all  rail- 
ways are  liable  at  intervals,  and  under 
the  late  management  there  were  several 
of  a  similar  kind,  but  in  which  the 
damage  was  much  more  extensive."  It 
must  strike  every  hon.  gentlemen  in  this 
House  that  this  is  a  rather  curious  pas- 
sage to  occur  in  the  despatch  of  a  subordi- 
nate officer  giving  information  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  an  accident  has  occurred. 
I  can  readily  understand  that  language 
like  that  of  the  latter  part  of  the  des- 
patch might  very  properly  be  used  as  an 
argument  by  any  hon.  gentleman  who 
supports  the  Government  in  this  House, 
in  defending  the  Ministry  against  a 
charge  of  neglect  or  mismanagement ; 
but  I  think  it  is  altogether  irregular  and 
improper  ior  a  subordinate  officer,  whose 
duty  it  is  to  simply  report  what  has ,  oc- 
curred, to  enter  into  a  political  argument 
of  that  sort  in  his  despatch.  I  hope  we 
shall  not  have  any  more  despatches  of 
that  particular  character.  Mr.  Pottinger 
might  as  well  have  told  us  that  all  the 
trains  during  the  last  few  weeks  have 
been  behind  time,  that  two  or  three 
serious  accidents  have  occurred  on  the 
Pictou  branch,  that  a  train  got  off  the 
track  near  Windsor  Junction,  and  a 
number  of  other  things  of  that  sort, 
which  would  have  had  just  as  much — a 
great  deal  more,  in  fact-— to  do  with  this 
matter  than  what  occurred  three  years 
ago.  Neither  have  any  direct  connection 
with  this  accident.  I  find  that  one  of 
the  reasons  given  for  the  delay  of  nine 
Hon.  Mr.  Power, 


hours  is  that  the  distance  at  which 
the  accident  occurred  from  the  locomo- 
tive stations  of  St.  Flavie  and  Camp- 
bellton,  where  the  auxiliary  engines  and 
cai-3  are  kept,  prevented  the  track 
from  being  cleared  sooner  than  it  was. 
But  the  repairing  shops  at  St.  Flavie 
were  only  twenty  miles  from  where  the 
accident  occui'^^,  and  if  assistance  was 
telegraphed  for  immediately,  it  could 
have  been  obtained  in  two  hours,  and  a 
delay  of  three  or  four  hours  is  all  that 
need  have  occurred.  The  impression  left 
on  my  mind— and  I  will  be  very  glad  if 
the  leader  of  the  Goverrhnent  can  remove 
the  impression— is,  that  not  only  has  the 
rolling  stock  of  the  railway  deteriorated, 
but  the  staff  has  been  somewhat  demoral- 
ized. I  do  not  think  the  officials  did 
their  duty  in  this  instance,  and  I  think 
it  is  to  be  regretted  that,  in  the  reorgani- 
zation of  the  Intercolonial  staff,  some 
months  ago,  all  the  men  capable  of 
managing  the  road  were  reorganized  out 
of  the  service.  I  can  readily  understand 
why  it  might  seem  desirable  to  remove  Mr. 
Brydges,  who  was  receiving  a  very  large 
salary,  and  who  might  have  made  him- 
self politically  obnoxious  to  the  Ministry ; 
but  I  fail  to  see— and  I  do  not  think  any 
gentleman  in  this  Chamber  can  give  any 
reason  for  it — why  the  Deputy  Superin- 
tendent of  the  road,  Mr.  Lucteral,  wha 
never  look  any  active  part  in  politics,, 
and  who  thoroughly  understood  the 
management  of  the  road,  should  have 
been  removed,  and  that  Mr.  Pottinger, 
who  was  merely  a  clerk  in  the  freight 
department,  should  have  been  appointed 
Superintendent.  I  do  not  think  we 
would  have  had  the  tomplaintiS  we  have 
lately  heard  had  Mr  LutteraVs  services 
been  retained. 

Hon.  Sir  ALHX.  CAMPBELL-~I 
am  afraid  tiiat  I  shall  not  be  able  t^  give 
the  hon.  gentleman  satisfaction  on  all 
the  points  which  he  has  touched  upon. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  is  quite  aware 
of  it  or  not,  but  he  assumes  to  sit  in 
judgment  on  the  case,  and  says  that  the 
accident  could  not  have  been  as  stated  im 
Mr.  Pottinger's  report,  as  though  the 
hon.  gentlemam  has  some  means  of  know- 
ing—distinct from  what  the  reet  of  as 
have — all  about  the  accident,  and  enabling 
him  to  form  a  better  judgment  than  that 
of  anyone  else.     The  tii-st  question  of  the 
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hon.  gentlemen  is :  "  What  were  the 
■exact  circumstances  which  led  to  the 
.serions  accident  on  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  on  the  29th  ultimo?"  The  cir- 
cumstances were,  that  one  •£  the  trains, 
a  freight  train,  got  stuck  in  the  snow, 
and  the  train  following  ran  into  it.  That 
was  the  cause  of  the  accident,  but  the 
hon.  gentlemen  says  he  is  satisfied  thai 
if  proper  signals  had  been  put  out, 
this  would  not  have  occurred.  I 
<»n  only  say  in  reply  that  an  inquiry 
is  being  made,  ana  it  will  be  ascertained 
whether  those  whose  duty  it  was  to  put 
out  signals  took  sufficient  care  in  doing 
so  or  not.  If  those  signals  were  insuffi- 
cient, or  were  not  set  far  enough  out 
from  the  train,  the  men  who  were  cul- 
pable will  be  dealt  with  accordingly.  The 
second  question  is  :  "What  was  the 
exact  nature  of  the  accident,  and  of  the 
damage  done?'  The  nature  of  the 
accident  was  a  collision,  and  the  damage 
done  amounted  to  about  $2,000.  The 
third  question  is  :  "  Have  any  steps  been 
taken  to  have  an  investigation  as  to  said 
accident  V  Steps  have  been  taken,  and 
an  investigation  is  now  going  on.  Every- 
thing is  being  done  that  can  be  to  arrive 
at  wife  conclusions  as  to  all  the  circum- 
stances. It  is  impossible  now  to  discuss 
whether  the  first  accident  or  the  second 
accident  eould  have  been  avoided  or  not, 
but  the  Government  is  taking  every 
pains  to  discover  who  is  at  fault  for  the 
occurrence  of  both  the  first  and  the 
seoend.  It  would  seem  as  if  the  second 
accident,  at  all  events,  need  not  have 
occurred  if  proper  precaution  had  been 
taken.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  the 
statement  that  there  was  a  delay  from 
nine  in  the  morning  until  six  in  the 
evening  b  inconsistent  with  another 
portion  of  the  statement,  and  that  there 
ou^ht  not  to  have  been  such  a  delay, 
because  the  extent  of  the  damage  was  so 
small.  Surely  we  must  suppose  that  the 
men  who  were  there  at  the  time  of  the 
accident,  and  those  wIk)  were  endeavor- 
ing to  remove  the  obstruction,  would 
have  done  all  they  could  to  send  on  the 
train  as  fast  as  possible,  and  why  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  assume  that  there 
ought  to  have  been  a  delay  of  only  one 
or  two  hours  at  the  most,  I  cannot  see, 
and  I  distrust  whether  the  hon.  gentle- 
man possesses  any  information  on  which 
to  base  that  opinion. 

Hon,  Sir  Alex.  Campbell. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  misunderstood  me.  I  stated  that 
if  the  damage  done  had  been  so  trifling 
as  Mr.  Pottinger  reported  in  one  part  of 
his  despatch,  the  train  need  not  have  been 
delayed  so  long. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  sits  in  judgment 
and,  without  any  particular  knowledge  ot 
the  facts,  says  that  all  the  officials 
employed  in  removing  the  obstruction 
delayed  the  train  unnecessarily.  Ho 
tells  the  House  now,  by  way  of  explana- 
tion, that,  if  the  accident  was  so  slight 
and  involved  so  small  a  loss  as 
they  say  it  did,  the  delay  would  not 
have  been  so  great ;  but,  in  my  opinion, 
the  accident  might  have  been  one  involv- 
ing only  a  thousand  or  five  hundred 
dollars  and  yet  the  train  be  delayed  from 
9  a.m.  to  6  p.m.  The  question  is  not 
the  amount  of  the  damage  done,  but, 
how  much  the  track  was  blocked  up  and 
how  long  it  necessaiily  took  to  remove 
the  obstruction?  Knowing  that  their 
reputations  were  at  stake,  and  that  all 
the  newspapers  would  at  once  be  discus- 
sing the  subject,  one  might  assume  the 
contrary,  instead  of  concluding,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  does,  that  the  time  occu- 
pied in  removing  the  obstruction  was 
unnecessarily  protracted.  It  is  but 
fair  to  assume  that  everybody  con- 
cerned would  use  his  utmost  ex- 
ertion to  make  the  delay  as  short 
as  possible.  I  hope  the  investigation 
may  relieve  those  who  have  charge  of 
operating  the  road  of  the  impression — 
which  would  seem  not  an  unfair  one  at 
this  moment,  at  all  events,  although  I 
would  be  sorry  to  say  that  it  cannot  be 
explained — either  that  these  signals  ought 
to  have  been  more  striking,  or  carried 
further  back. 

Hon.  Mr.KAULBACH— Thereisone 
fact  left  unobserved.  I  notice  that  Mr. 
Pottinger  says  in  his  report  that  the 
train  hands  were  all  old  and  skilled  em- 
ploy^, and '  that  the  train  despatches 
and  regulations  on  the  road  are  the  same 
as  they  were  under  the  old  regime.  That 
part  of  the  despatch  has  not  been  men- 
tioned by  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax. 
Of  course  such  an  accident  might  occur, 
and  has  frequently  occurred  under  the 
best  system  of  railway  regulations.     It 
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also  seems,  from  the  report  of  Mr. 
Pottimger,  that  no  freight  was  damaged 
and  that  the  signals  had  been  put  at  the 
\LSual  distance,  but  the  engine  driver  of 
the  third  train  failed  to  notice  it.  W  hilst 
it  is  not  advisable  to  excite  alarm  to  tbe 
injury  of  the  line,  yet,  no  doubt,  a  full 
inquiry  will  be  instituted,  and  the  public 
confidence  thereby  retained  in  the  good 
management  of  the  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN— I  do  not 
take  so  much  exception  to  the  inquiry 
which  the  hon.  gemtleman  from  Halifax 
has  made,  but  I  think  it  was  unwise  of 
him  to  create  the  impression  that  the 
whole  staff  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
has  become  demoralized  by  the  reduction 
in  expenses.  This  railway  has  been  run 
for  the  last  few  years  at  an  expense  over 
and  above  the  revenue  of  half  a  million 
of  dollars.  Now,  this  was  a  condition  of 
things  that  the  country  would  not  have 
patiently  borne,  and  would  have  de- 
manded a  remedy  by  a  reduction  of  ex- 
penses. If  we  are  to  continue  and  extend 
our  systemof  railways  im  this  country, — 
and  if  we  have  not  railways  we  may  as 
well  abandon  the  country, — it  becomes, 
then,  an  absolute  necessity  to  ascertain 
how  economically  we  can  run  this  road. 
All  the  railroad  companies  on  the  conti- 
nent and  throughout  the  world  have  been 
economizing  and  reducing  their  expenses, 
and  have  succeeded  in  bringing  them 
down  to  as  great  an  extent  as  the  reduc- 
tion that  has  been  made  on  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway.  So  far  from  the  staff 
having  become  demoralized,  I  think  that 
all  the  most  experienced  men  upon  the 
road  have  been  retained,  and  the  skaff  is 
in  no  way  demoralized  as  the  hon.  gentle- 
man states ;  nor  was  this  collision  a  con- 
sequence of  the  reduction  in  expenses. 
Accidents  occur  on  every  road ;  on  the 
Intercolonial  they  have,  happily,  been  less 
frequent  than  on  most  other  roads  on 
this  continent,  but  it  has  not  wholly 
escaped.  I  knew  of  several  under  the 
late  management  quite  serious  in  destruc- 
tion of  property,  but  I  am  sure  it  would 
have  been  unwise  and  unjust  to  have 
magnified  them  and  created  unnecessary 
alarm  by  making  them  the  subject  of 
discussion  in  this  House.  We  seldom 
hear  of  accidents  in  the  neighboring 
States,  unless  of  some  unusual  destruction 
of  life  and  property,  and  yet  the  annual 
Hon.  Mr.  Ecmlbach. 


returns  show  diat  accidents  oecur  daily. 
I  have  before  me  the  report  of  the  State 
Railway  Commissionei-s  for  Massa- 
chusetts, for  the  year  187C,  and  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  consulted 
such  returns,  he  would  have  seen  that> 
accidents  are  to  be  found,  more  or  leas 
fre«juent,  on  every  road,howevc»r  carefully 
managed,  and,  I  think,  would  have  been 
content  to  have  left  the  investigation  of 
this  accident  in  the  hands  of  the  officials 
whose  duty  it  is  to  make  it,  and  who  ure, 
responsible  for  the  management.  Should 
a  great  destruction  of  life  unhappily 
attend  any  accident,  as  possibly  there 
may,  looking  to  the  results  on  other  roads, 
then  it  might  be  desirable  to  satisfy  the 
public  by  a  speedy  and  open  investigation  ; 
but,  I  repeat,  it  is  injurious  and  unjust 
to  the  Interooloftial  to  make  what  are 
considered  elsewhere  ordinary  mishaps 
tke  subject  of  parliamemtary  discussion. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House,  I  will 
refer  to  this  report,  which  gfives  a  return 
of  accidents  in  the  neighboring  States 
down  to  1876.  In  1873  there 
were  1,344  accidents,  346  persona 
killed  and  1,381  injured.  In  1874 
there  were  reported  987  accidents  ; 
in  1876  there  were  1,179  accidents,  and 
in  1876,  the  whole  number  of  train 
accidents  reported  up  to  30th  September, 
was  954 ;  whole  number  killed  by  such 
accidents,  219  ;  whole  number  injured 
by  such  accidents,  939  ;  whole  number 
of  accidents  causing  derailment  of  trains, 
905.  Of  the  above  accidents  263  were 
doe  to  collisions  classiied  as  follows  : — 
rear  collisions,  149;  head  collisions,  93  ; 
grade  cros.sing  collisions,  13  ;  unexplain- 
ed collisions,  1 1.  Besides  the  above  list 
of  collisions,  there  were  due  to  derail- 
ment of  trains,  etc.,  from  various  causes, 
905  accidents.  The  returns  of  railways 
in  other  countries  will  shew,  I  believe,  a 
somewhat  similar  record  of  accidents  as 
being  almost^  inseparable  from  the 
management  of  railways.  The  hon. 
gentleman  appears  ♦to  have  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  locomotive  power 
has  been  neglected ;  but  if  he  will  turn  to 
the  report  of  the  Minister  for  the  last 
year  he  will  find  three  new  locomotives 
have  been  added,  and  as  large  a  sum 
expended  in  repairs  as  in  the  preceding 
year,  so  that  the  hoii.  gentlen  an  is  in 
error  in  attributing  occasional  delays  or 
accidents  to  a  n^lect  of  the  rolling  stock. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— After  what  haa 
been    said   by   the    hon.    Senator   from 
Halifax,  and  after  the  very  frank  and 
fall  answers  given  to  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's  questions   by   the  leader  of  the 
Government,  I  do  not  propose  to  enter 
into  the  details  of  this  question.     No 
complaint  can  be  made  of  the  hon.  Sena- 
tor from  Halifax  for  giving  notice  of  this 
inquiry  at  the  time  that 'he  did,  however 
much  we  may  differ  from  him  as  to  the 
opinions  he  has  expressed  in  the  remarks 
with  which  he  accompanied  the  question 
to-day.     I  am  rather  disappointed  that 
my  hon.  friend  has  not  gone  to  the  root 
of    the    matter.     I    wish    to    call    the 
serious     attention    of    the     leader    of 
the    Grovernment    in    this    House — for 
it     is     a     serious      matter — to     that 
portion  of  Mr.  Pottinger's  report  which 
says  that  the  line  is  now  run  on   tlie 
same  rules  and  rei^lations  as  heretofore 
obtained  in  regard  to  the  Intercolonial 
Railway.     I  can  only  say  that  if  these 
rules  and  regulations  for  the  running  of 
trains  are    to   be    continued,    I    think 
we     shall    have     frequent    reports    of 
accidents     "similar    to    these    and     for 
this  obvious   reason :     it  appears   that 
two    trains    (not   one,    but  two)    were 
allowed    to    leave    a    station    on     the 
Intercolonial  Railway  before  it  was  as- 
certained ^at  the  train  ahead  of  them 
had  reached  the  next  station.     Now,  that 
is  a  state  of  things  which,  I  think,  should 
not    be  allowed    to  continue.      We  all 
know  very  well  that  amidst  the  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  trains  that  are  constant- 
ly passing  and  re-passing  on  each  other's 
heels,  sometimes  every  five  minutps,  in 
Kngland,    there  are  comparatively  few 
such  collisions ;    we  rarely  hear  of  one 
train  overtaking  another.     What  is  the 
reason?     Because  trains  are  run  there 
upon  what  is  called  the  **  block  system  " 
— that  is,  no  train  is  allowed  to  leave  a 
station  until  the  train  ahead  has  reached 
tke  next  station.     If  such  a  system,  or 
some  modification  of  it    had    been  in 
force   on     the     Intercolonial     Railway, 
it  -would  have  been  quite  impossible  that 
the     double  accident  referred    to  could 
have  occurred.     I  state  this  in  all  friend- 
liness and   frankness,   and  1   hope  the 
■nggestion  will  receive  the  serious  con- 
sideration of  the  Department.     I  know 
that  Mr.  Pottinger  has   correctly  stated 
^e  rule  ;  because,  within  sight  of  my 
iSan.  Mr.  MeLelan. 


own  windows,  I  have  seen  trains  follow- 
ing one  another  between  two  stations 
only  six  miles  apart,  and,  before  the  first 
train  had  reached  the  station,  I  have 
heard  the  whistle  of  the  other  half-way, 
following  on  its  heels.  It  is  true  that 
this  occurred  in  the  open  country,  in  a 
place  where  you  can  see  a  train  a 
mile  or  two  ahead,  but  still  it 
is  not  a  safe  mode  of  conduct- 
ing railway  traffic.  I  thimk  that 
these  two  successive  accidents  should 
lead  to  a  better  mode  of  running 
trains.  These  are  accidents  which  are 
wholly  apart  from  the  question  of  whether 
the  road  is  in  good  order  or  whether  the 
locomotives  are  in  a  proper  state  of 
repair,  on  neither  of  which  grounds  have 
I  any  cause  of  complaint.  I  do  not 
object  to  the  criticism  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Halifax  on  the  working  of  a 
Government  railway,  and  I  trust  that 
the  Minister  of  Railways  will  consider 
well  the  suggestions  1  have  ventured  to* 
make,  and  thus  render  such  accidents  as 
these  which  we  all  deplore  impossible. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  —  The 
House  must  feel  that  the  whole  of  this 
discussion  is  quite  irregular.  If  this 
system  is  to  prevail^  of  making  a  length- 
ened speech  upon  a  mere  inquiiy  to  the 
Government,  followed  by  ooher  long 
speeches,  the  result  will  be  that  every 
member  will  claim  the  right  to  be  allow- 
ed to  speak  on  the  subject.  I  desire  to 
express  my  concurrence  with  the  remarks 
made  by  my  hon.  friend  from  London- 
derry (Mr.  McLelan),  that  little  good 
can  result  from  bringing  up  the  question 
of  every  simple  accident  which  occurs 
on  our  Government  railways.  Everyone 
who  knows  anything  of  railway  manage- 
ment in  Canada  or  the  United  States  is 
aware  that  accidents  happen  occasion- 
ally  on  the  best  managed  roads.  No 
management,  however  perfect,  can 
entirely  prevent  the  occurrence  of  such 
events.  We  know  that  they  happen 
on  our  own  trunk  lines  and  upon  those 
of  the  United  States.  If  every  accident 
which  occura  on  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way is  to  become  a  subject  of  parliamen- 
tary discussion,  it  will  only  verify  what 
I  have  ventured  to  express  several  times 
on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  that  it  is  a 
public  calamity  that  we  have  to  operate 
any    railroads  at    all    as    Govei-nment 
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works.  I  feel  strongly  that  the  sooner 
the  Govern ment  of  Uiis  country  can 
place  the  whole  of  the  Government  rail- 
ways in  the  hands  of  responsible  private 
companies,  the  better  it  will  be  for  the 
Dominion,  because,  we  must  all  feel  that, 
if  every  accident  is  discussed,  it  will 
prove  a  source  of  never-ceasing  irritation 
to  the  people,  and  impress  the  public 
mind  that  our  public  works  are  mis- 
manc^ed.  Kothiug  can  be  more  objec- 
tionable than  such  disonssions  upon  the 
subject  of  railway  accidents  from  time 
to  time. 

Hob.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
desire  to  assure  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey)  that  I  shall  bring 
his  observation  as  to  the  block  system  to 
the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Eail- 
ways,  and  I  shall  take  occasion  to  refer 
to  it  again  in  this  House.  I  suppose  that 
the  difficulty  on  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way is  the  distance  between  stations. 
However,  I  shall  inquire  into  the  matter. 

MILITIA  LAWS  AMENDMENT  BILL, 
THIRD  READING 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (A)  "An 
Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts  therein 
mentioned  respecting  the  Militia  and 
Defence  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  gave  notice  on 
Friday,  when  the  House  was  in  Com- 
mitte  on  this  Bill,  that  I  proposed,  on  the 
third  reading,  to  suggest  an  amendment  to 
the  last  clause  of  the  Bill  in  relation  to  can- 
teens. My  object  in  giving  that  notice 
was  this  :  I  was  under  the  impression  that 
canteens  were,  in  this  country,  made  the 
medium  for  the  sale  of  spirituous  liquors 
rather  indiscriminately  to  the  men  who 
are  called  out  for  drill.  I  have  since 
been  informed,  on  good  authority,  by  an 
officer  of  the  Department,  that  such  is 
not  the  case ;  and,  undar  the  regulations 
which  have  prevailed,  and  which  are 
likely  to  prevail  in  the  future,  no  spirit- 
uous liquors  or  wine — nothing  beyond 
beer  and  porter — has  been  permitted  in 
the  canteens.  If  such  is  the  case,  I  do 
not  feel  disposed  to  propose  any  amend- 
ment to  the  clause,  tjiinking  it  very 
much  better  that  the  Government,  or 
the  Dvpartment  itself,  should  assume  the 
ffon,  Mr,  Alexander. 


responsibility  of  regulating  what  should 
be  sold  in  the  canteens.  While  I  do  not 
propose  to  be  an  apologist  for  the  drink- 
ing of  beer  in  any  sense,  still  there  is  a 
minimum  of  |Bvil  in  drinking  it  as  com- 
pared with  wines  and  spirituous  liquors. 
There  is  certainly  a  good  deal  less 
alcohol  in  beer.  If  you  bring  together 
A  considerable  body  of  men  who  are 
accustomed  to  the  gratification  of  their 
own  tastes,  and  who  are  not,  probaUy, 
total  abstainers,  it  would  not  seem  rea- 
sonable that  we  should  enforce  arbitrary 
rules  of  temperance  upon  mem  like 
that  who  are  called  out  for  fourteen 
or  fifteen  days.  I  do  not  think 
anything  would  be  gained  by 
it ;  on  the  contrary,  they  would 
most  effectively  obtain  some  mode  of 
gratifying  their  tastes  in  that  direction 
by  getting  just  such  drinks  as  they  would 
desire.  It  is  very  much  better,  therefore, 
to  have  well-regulated  canteens  under 
the  control  of  the  officers,  and  for  which 
the  Militia  Department  would  be  respon- 
sible. I  find  reference  is  made  to 
restricting  the  sale  of  articles  to  those 
which  are  usually  sold  in  canteens  under 
the  Queen's  regulations.  Turning  up  an 
old  edition  of  the  Queen's  regulations  of 
1868,  I  find  there,  that  wine  is  among 
the  articles  permitted,  but  that  ardent 
and  spirituous  liquors  are  prohibited,  and 
unless,  therefore,  there  is  a  later  edition, 
under  which  the  restrictions  are  limited 
to  beer,  it  would  not  be  wise  to  use  the 
language  of  this  clause.  Perhaps  my 
hon.  friend  would  accept  the  following 
slight  amendment  where  the  word  "army" 
comes  in  in  the  27th  line,  ''subject, 
however,  to  such  restrictions  as  may  he 
directed  by  the  Minister  of  Militia,"*  If 
mf  hon.  friend  weuld  accept  that  amend- 
ment, I  think  it  would  be  safe. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
have  no  objection  to  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  in  that 
way  that  the  Queen's  regulations  are 
larger  in  their  reading  than  the  Depart- 
ment would  seem  to  believe.  This 
amendment  would,  at  all  events,  restrict 
the  articles  sold  to  those  specified. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
am  very  glad  my  hon.  friend  takes  that 
view,  and  I  am  quite  willing  to  accept 
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his  ameadment.  I  have  not  seen  any 
copy  of  the  Queen's  regulations,  but  1 
am  informed  that  they  restrict  the  sale 
to  beer  and  porter. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Wine  is  one  of 
the  articles  allowed. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
Am  quite  willing  to  accept  the  amend- 
ment, and  I  speak  as  sincerely  in  the 
cause  of  temperance  as  my  hon.  friend, 
or  as  any  temperance  man  in  the  House, 
-when  I  express  my  strong  convic- 
tion that  the  Bill  is  in  the  direction 
of  temperance,  and  will  have  that 
effect. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  should  like  to 
^d  a  word  to  what  has  been  said.  'With- 
out any  consultation  with  my  hon.  friend 
from  Ottawa,  I  had  come  to  the  same 
conclusion  trom  having  (^refully  ex- 
amined the  Militia  Law  and  all  the  sub- 
sequent amendments  (some  seven  in 
number)  since  it  was  passed,  as  also  the 
Queen's  regulations  of  a  later  date  than 
my  hon.  friend  has  quoted,  but  containing 
the  same  words,  and  I  now  think  that 
the  clause  should  bo  allowed  to  pass 
•either  as  it  stands  or  with  the  addition 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  suggests.  In 
the  Queen's  regulations  I  notice  that  no 
lem  than  forty  paragraphs  relate  to 
canteens  and  their  management,  and 
throughout  the  whole  of  them  I  can  see 
that  the  compiler  and  the  authorities 
who  sanctioned  them  had  in  view  the 
protection  of  our  soldiers  from  intem- 
perance. The  restrictions  are  such  that 
they  amount  almost  to  prohibition  and^ 
seeing  that  we  have  nothing  in  our  present 
Statutes  authorizing  the  Government  to 
make  such  regulations  for  our  militia, 
it  is  an  absolute  necessity  that  power 
should  be  giv4n  such  as  is  proposed  here. 
I  venture  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Militia  which  has  occurred 
to  me.  It  is  on  a  legal  point,  and  there 
may  be  nothing  in  it,  but  i ^  seems  to  me 
that,  in  passing  this  Bill  without  any 
proviso  to  guard  provincial  and  munici 
pal  rights,  we  are  opening  the  door  to 
future  difficulty.  We  do  not  know  ex- 
actly what  the  powers  of  the  Dominion 
are  with  reference  to  dealing  with  the 
traffic  in  intoxicating  liquors.  The  ques- 
tion is  now  sub  judice. 

Bon,  Sir  Alex,  Campbell, 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  all  subject  to 
license.  Even  with  the  sanction  of  the 
officer,  it  must  be  under  license. 

Hon.  Mr.  YIDAL— If  we  had  the 
contemplated  regulations  before  us  and 
could  see  the  pi*ecise  terms  employed,  it 
might  be  found  that  my  objecMon  has 
some  weight.  As  we  do  not  know  ex- 
actly what  they  are,  would  it  not  be 
desirable  to  guard  againrt  the  possibility 
of  difficulty  arising  by  inserting  a  short 
proviso  like  that  about  the  Temperance 
Act,  implying  that  it  is  not  intended  by 
this  law  to  interfere  with  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Provinces,  because,  as  the  Bill  now 
reads,  it  would  seem  to  interfere  with  the 
power  ef  the  local  authorities  1  I  do  not, 
by  any  means,  insist  upon  such  an  amend- 
ment ;  I  merely  offer  the  suggestion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  my  hon.  friend 
will  read  the  regulations,  he  will  see 
that  specific  mention  is  made  in  them  of 
the  necessity  ot  procuring  a  license,  and 
I  assume  that  these  are  the  regulations 
which  prevail  in  the  Department. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  do  not  intend 
to  make  any  reference  to  the  position 
assumed  by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Sar 
nia  with  reference  to  the  canteens, 
because  it  is  so  hard  to  follow  him,  he 
has  been  going  in  so  many  different 
directions,  and  I  do  not  know  where  he 
will  end ;  but,  on  the  other  point,  in 
regard  to  the  constitutionality  of  the 
law,  I  do  not  think  that  he  need  have 
any  fears.  As,  under  the  Union  Act, 
this  House  has  power  to  make  laws 
regulating  the  militia,  I  think  that 
everything  incidental  to  the  service 
mast  follow,  even  if  the  regulations  di«l 
not  provide  any  means  whereby  license 
should  be  taken  out.  I  thought  the 
other  day,  when  ray  hon.  friend  before 
me  (Mr.  Scott)  threw  cut  some  doubts 
as  to  the  constitutionality  of  the  law, 
that  there  was  not  a  great  deal  in  them, 
although,  of  course,  I  received  his 
suggestion  with  deference,  as  I  always 
do  his  opinions  on  the.se  questions,  and, 
on  further  consideration,  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  groimd  for  the  apprehension 
of  the  hon  gentleman  from  Samia. 

Hon.  Mr.  DIOKEY— I  do  not  think 
that  we  need  delay  the  passage  of  the 
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Bill  by  the  objection  which  has  l>een 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Samia.  When  I  first  looked  at  this 
clause,  I  must  say  I  felt  rather  suspicious 
about  it,  and  for  that  reason  called  the 
attention  (and  my  hon.  friend  alongside 
me  did  the  same)  of  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Sarnia  to  it,  because  he  was  sup- 
|>06ed  to  represent  in  this  House,  in  a 
special  manner,  the  cause  of  tempei-ance  ; 
but,  after  hearing  my  hon.  friend's 
strong  opinion  in  favor  of  this  clause, 
and  particularly  the  portion  giving 
power  to  establish  canteens  in  camps,  I 
yielded  at  once  my  opjiosition  in  defer- 
ence to  his  opinion.  At  the  same  time 
I  must  tell  him  that  there  is  in  this  clause 
as  it  stands  a  saving  provision — that 
nothing  whatever  can  be  sold  in  these 
canteens  except  under  regulations  to  be 
made  by  the  Governor  in  Council.  IS 
these  regulations  in  pny  way  contravene 
local  legislation,  the  Goverament  will 
have  to  look  well  to  it  before  making 
them,  for,  idUtra  vires,  they  would  not  be 
recognized.  On  the  other  hand,  I  am 
very  glad  that  my  hon.  friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Vidal)  and  my  hon.  friend  below 
me  (Mr.  Scott)  have  both  arrived  at  the 
same  conclusion,  not  to  obstruct  the 
passage  of  the  Bill\>y  insisting  upon  an 
amendment  which  it  seems  to  us  all  now 
is  unnecessary.  I  only  rose  to  explain  that 
any  doubts  which  I  entertained — and  I 
had  grave  doubts  at  the  first—  have  been 
removed  by  my  hon.  friend's  (Mr.  Vidnl's) 
fervid  advocacy  of  this  clause  as  it  stood 
on  Friday  last. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  [mssed. 


JOINT  COMMITTEE    ON   PRINTING. 
CONSIDERATION  OF  THIRD  REPORT. 

Ihe  Order  ot  the  Day  being  read  for 
the  consideration  pf  the  third  report  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing, 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  said  :— La.st 
year  we  were  able  to  reduce  the  printing 
expenditure  by  a  considerable  amount. 
The  balance  sheet  this  year  does  not 
show  any  reduction,  as  it  includes  a 
considerable  amount  of  work  performed 
the  previous  year.  If  you  will  turn  to 
Hr.  Haitney's  statement,  you  will  find 
Eon.  Mr.  Dickey. 


that  it  gives  the  cost  of  the  printiiig 
service  since  1876,  as  follows: — 

The  Session  of  1876  cost  $55,457.69 
"  1877     "        66,647.67 

«  1878      '*        71,066.15 

"  1879     "       60,703.30 

We  asked  last  year  for  an  appropriation 
of  $70,000,  but  there  was  a  large  reduc- 
tion on  the  cost  of  the  service  of  pre- 
vious, years.  Our  paper  costs  us  five 
or  six  per  cent,  less  this  year,  and  the 
chances  are  we  will  come  under,  to  some 
extent,  the  expenditure  of  last  year. 
Although  we  have  asked  the  Grovem- 
ment  for  $70,000,  we  think  we  can  keep 
the  expenditure  down  to  $60,000.  The 
account  has  been  rarefully  audited.  I 
was  one  of  the  auditors  myself,  and  we 
found  every  document  and  every  paper 
connected  with  the  service  correct.  We 
had  nothing  to  demur  to  or  find  fault 
with.  Itf  the  report,  reference  is  made 
to  the  death,  by  drowning,  of  one  of  the 
assistant  distributors,  Mr.  Botterell.  E 
omitted,  a  few  days  ago,  to  state  that  we 
had  api>ointed  his  brother,  who  has  had 
a  good  deal  of  experience,  and  who  is  a 
very  worthy  person,  at  the  same  salary » 
to  take  his  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  —  Before  the 
motion  is  adopted,  I  should  like  to  make 
a  remark  us  to  one  of  the  clauses  bf  the 
reportand  as  to  some  of  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  chairman.  He  says  the  Committee 
has  appointed  a  brother  of  a  deceased 
officer  in  the  Distribution  Office  to  take 
his  place.  I  wish  to  take  this  occasion 
to  enter  my  protest  against  this  "  family 
compact '  system  that  wouH  put  brothers 
and  oiher  relatives  into  the  Civil  Service 
in  the  place  of  their  friends  who  happen 
to  drop  off.  There  is  too  much  of  that 
practiced  in  Canada,  and  we  find  whole 
families  in  the  Civil  Service.  It 
should  be  an  objection  to  any  party 
applying  for  a  position  that  a  relative  of 
his  had  had  the  position  before  him. 
This  thing  is  going  too  far  in  the  Civil 
Service  of  Canada,  and  it  is  beginning  to 
be  talked  of  in  distant  portions  of  the 
country  that  are  not  so  favored,  and  it 
is  time  that  some  of  us  should  enter  a 
protest  against  the  pi-actice.  The  ex- 
treme portions  of  the  Dominion  have  not 
a  fair  representation  in  the  Civil 
Service,  and  if  you  keep  filling  up  officea 
by  favored    families,   who    manage    tor 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Public  OJicer«  [March  9,  1S80.]  Stcunty  BUI.  115 


generations  to  live  upon  the  public  purse, 
there  is  neither  sound  policy  nor  justice? 
in  such  a  coursie.  I  knew  I  speak  the 
sentiments  of  a  large  portion  of 
people  of  this  country  who  think 
this  practice  has  gone  too  far 
and  should  be  stopped  ;  and  if 
my  hon.  friend  has  no  other  reasen  for 
the  appointment  of  this  young  man  than 
the  fact  that  his  br9ther  was  the  late 
incumbent,  he  would  have  done  better  by 
going  beyond  the  family  and  appointing 
somebody  from  someotherfamily  who  have 
had  no  favors  from  the  public  chest.  1  am 
glad  this  question  of  the  Civil  Service  is  to 
come  before  Pa^  liament  shortly.  It  is  one 
that  requires  the  very  serious  attention  of 
the  House.  Besides,  civil  Servants  in 
connection  with  the  Departments  hei^e  are 
all  well  paid.  There  are  lots  of  highly 
respectable  officers  throughout  the  coun- 
try on  paltry  salaries  of  from  $400  to 
$500  per  year,  giving  all  their  time  to 
iheir  duties.  I  hope,  when  the  Civil 
Service  Bill  comes  before  the  House, 
that  this  question  will  bo  fully  ventilated. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  —  I  am  fully 
in  accord  with  the   hon.    gentleman.     I 
am  as  much   opposed   to   the   '*  family 
oompact"  business  as  he  is.     There   is 
too  much   of  it  done  in   appointments 
both  in  this  and  the  other  House,  but,  in 
this  case,  my  hon.  fiiend  will   see  there 
is  some  reason  ipr  the  appointment  that 
has  been  made.     We  required  a  person 
with    some    skill    and    experience     to 
have   our  papers    properly   distributed. 
The  young  man  we  appointed  possessed 
that  exj)erience.      We  had  been  obliged 
to  call  upon  him  at  times  when  the  assis- 
tant   clerk    was    sick  and    unavoidably 
absent.     This  young  man  had  filled  his 
place  for  day's  jjay  for  six  or  nine  weeks. 
If  my  hon.  friend  had  attended  the  Com- 
mittee ne  would  have  found  thnt  there  is 
no  desire  to  favcr  anybody.     The  young 
man   u  a  very  efficient  officer,  and  I  do 
not  know  where  you  could  have  got  any 
other  who  could  have  stepped  in  at  once 
and    filled  the    position    without  some 
training.     However,  I  am  very  much  in 
accord  with  my  hon.  friend's  sentiments 
generally. 

Hon.  Sir  AI,EX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not    think  that   my   hon.   fiiend    from 
Richmond  need  at  all  distrust  the  general 
San,  Mr.  MiUer. 


response  which  his  remarks  will  meet 
wi+h,  not  only  in  the  country  at  lai^je, 
but  in  this  House,  and  in  Ottawa  also. 
The  evil  which  he  complains  of  has  forced 
itse  f  on  the  attention  of  the  Government, 
and  has  received  due  consideration  in 
many  instances,  t6  my  own  knowledge, 
in  several  of  the  Departments.  I  know 
that  applications  of  officials  to  have  their 
sons  employed  have  been  refused  on  the 
ground  th  it  the  hon.  Senator  has  men- 
tioned— that  it  was  not  fair  or  desirable 
that  these  appointmeiits  should  go  by 
descent.  It  is  a  just  rule,  and  one  which « 
I  hope,  will  be  more  generally  enforced 
in  the  future  than  it  has  been  in  the 
past,  and  I  have  every  reason  to  believe 
that  it  will  be. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

PUBLIC  OFFICERS'  SECURITY  BILL. 
IN  COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the 
House  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on 
Bill  (28)  "An  Act  to  further  amend 
the  Act  respecting  security  to  be  girea 
by  officers  of  Canada." 

The  Hon.  Mr.  Bureau,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  without  amend- 
ment. 

Ordered  that  the  Bill  be  read  the 
third  time  to-morrow. 

The  House  adjourned  at  4.20  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Tuesday,  March  9th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

After  prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BILL    INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (C)  "To  authorize  and  facilitate 
the  winding  up  of  the  affaii-s  of  the 
Banque  Ville  Marie,  and  the  reduction 
of  its  capitul."— (Mr.  Trudel.) 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  moved  that  tbe 
Bill  be  referred  to  the  Select  Committee 
on  Standing  Orders  and  Private  Billn. 
He  said  that  this  motion  might  appear 
irregular,  but  it  was  made  in  accordance 
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with  Rule  60,  as  amended  last  session, 
and  which,  read  as  follows  : — 

^Eyotj  Private  Bill,  when  read  the  first 
time,  i£  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders  and  Private  Bills,  to  ascertain  and 
report  whether  or  not  the  said  Bill  comes 
within  the  classes  of  subjects  assigned  excln- 
flively  to  the  Legislatures  of  the  Provinces." 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT  assumed  that  the 
rule  was  intended  to  apply  only  to  Bills 
of  a  doubtful  character.  It  never  was 
contemplated  that  banking  Bills  should 
be  refen-od  to  the  Committee  for  such  a 
purpose. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  the  language  of  the  rule  was  general, 
and  the  hon.  Senator  (Mr.  Trudel)  had 
followed  the  proper  course. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Ha.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
tJiouf^iit  it  would  be  desirable  to  have  a 
revision  of  Rule  60.  While  it  was 
desii'able  to  refer  some  Bills,  the  consti- 
tutionality of  which  might  be  doubtful, 
to  the  Committee,  it  was  neither  desirable 
nor  necessary  that  the  great  majority  of 
private  bills  should  be  so  referred. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEKOSE  said  that, 
when  he  proposed  this  rule  last  session, 
it  was  his  intention  that  every  private 
bill  should  be  referred  to  the  Committee. 
It  might  be  advisable,  however,  to  sus- 
])end  the  rule,  by  the  unanimous  consent 
of  the  House,  when  there  was  no  doubt 
in  the  mind  of  any  member  as  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  Parliament  in  dealing 
with  it 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN,  wished  to  know 
if  the  rule  was  imperative  and  could  not 
be  suspended,  in  what  position  the  Bill 
introduced  the  other  day  by  the  hon. 
Senator  from  St.  John  (Mr.  Lewin) 
would  bel  It  had  been  read  the  second 
time,  and  was  now  before  the  Banking 
Committee.  He  thought,  however,  that 
this  rule  was  never  intended  to  apply  to 
banking  bills. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  thought  that 
the  inconvenience  of  enforcing  this  rule 
was  trifling, .  compared  with  the  great 
advantage  it  afforded  in  preventing  the 
passage  of  measures  of  doubtful  consti- 
tutionality. In  the  case  of  bills  respect- 
Ilan.  Mr.  TrudeL 


ing  which  the  jurisdiction  of  this  House 
was  clear,  the  Committee  would  imme- 
diately report  them  back  to  the  Hoaae 
and  recommend  their  passage,  and  no 
delay  would  bo  experienced. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  suggested  that  if 
it  was  necessary  to  refer  such  bills  to 
the  Select  Committee,  the  reference 
should  be  made  prior  to  their  introdao- 
tion  in  the  House.  It  did  appear  like 
circumlocution  to  introduce  a  bill,  and 
the^  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Private 
Bills,  which  did  not  meet  every  day. 
Towards  the  close  of  the  session,  it  would 
be  found  very  inconvenient ;  there  would 
be  a  great  deal  of  time  lost,  and  a  great 
deal  of  unnecessary  delay. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  asked  how 
the  Committer  could  i*eport  upon  a  Bill 
which  was  not  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  suggested  that  per- 
mission might  be  given  to  any  two 
members  who  doubted  the  constitution- 
ality of  a  Bill  to  refer  it  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  approved  of 
the  suggestion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CAMPBELL  said  that  it 
would  not  be  a  bad  amendment,  and  be 
gave  notice  that  he  would  move  that  the 
rule  be  changed  accordingly.  In  the 
meantime,  he  suggested  to  the  hon. 
Senator  from  St.  John  (Mr.  Lewin)  thai 
he  should  move  that  the  rule  be  sus- 
pended so  far  as  it  related  to  the  Bill 
introduced  by  him  the  other  day,  relating 
to  the  Bank  of  New  Brunswick. 

Hon.  Mr.  LEWIN  moved  the  suspen- 
90n  of  the  rule  accordingly. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


ST.  VINCENT  DE  PAUL  PENITENTIABT. 
MOTION   FOR  A   RETURN. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  moved  :— 

<<  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  te 
His  Excellency  the  Governor-General,  praying 
that  His  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to  cease 
to  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  copy  of  a 
Report,  dated  the  16th  July,  1878,  by  J.  G. 
Ifoylan,  Esq.,  Inspector  of  Penitentiaries,  om. 
tbe  complaints  made  by  certain  officers  of  th« 
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Pemtentiarj  of  St.  Vincent  de  Paul  against 
ane  of  the  physicians  of  that  penitentiary, 
and  copies  of  the  letters  or  other  documents 
oontaining  those  complaints,  and  of  the  exam- 
inaiions  of  vritncssus  taken  down  in  writing 
1>7  the  said  inspector. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


PUBLIC     OFFICERS*    SECURITY    BILL. 
THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (28)  "To  further  amend  an 
Act  respecting  the  security  to  be  given  by 
officers  of  Canada." 

The  Bill  was  read  and  passed. 

THE  PRINTING  OF  PARLIAMENT. 
FOUBTH   REPORT  OF  THE   COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  fourth  report  of  the  Joint 
CSoramittee  on  Printing. 

The  motion  was  a£^eed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  3.40  p.  m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Wednesday,  Myrch,  10th,  1880, 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
•'dock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  EXPENDITURES  OF  THE  SENATE. 
▲  MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

The  SPEAKER  submitted  a  Message 
from  the  House  of  Commons,  asking  the 
Senate  for  a  statement  shewing  the 
amount  paid  to  Senators  as  an  indemnity, 
the  amount  paid  to  officers  of  the  Senate, 
the  amount  paid  to  messengers  of  the 
Senate,  the  amount  paid  for  printing  by 
the  Senate,  and  the  amount  paid  for 
all  other  expenses  connected  with  the 
Senate  for  each  session  since  llio  1st  of 
July,  1867. 

Hon.iRir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  Message  be  takea  into  con- 
sideration on  Monday  next,  and  said  : — 
I  beg  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  statement  which  was  made  in 
another  f)lace  when  the  motion  for  this 
address  was  submitted  in  that  House, 
Hon,  Mr,  Bdlerose, 


because  I  desire  to  correct  what  I  think 
is  an  en-oneous  impression  which  that 
statement  is  calculated  to  create  in  the 
minds  of  the  public  at  large.  In  moving 
for  this  address  in  the  other  House,  Mr. 
Mills  is  repoi'ted  to  have  said  that 

<*  There  hod  been  a  large  expenditure  in 
connection  with  the  Senate,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  interesting  to  the  public  to  know 
precisely  how  that  expenditure  took  place,  and 
to  know  also  what  was  the  exact  cost  to  tho 
country  of  the  maintenance  of  tho  Second 
Chamber. 

"Sir  JOHN  MACDONALD  —  The  First 
Chamber. 

<<  Mr.  MILLS  said  the  position  of  the  Senate 
with  regard  to  its  expenditure  was  an  anoma- 
lous one.  Since  1870  the  expenditure  of  the 
House  of  Lords  was  subject  to  the  same  su- 
pervision as  that  of  any  other  Department  of 
State.  A  return  was  made  to  the  Secretary  ot 
the  Treasury,  and  the  Committee  of  Public 
Accounts  examined  into  the  accounts  of  the 
House  of  Lords  as  well^as  of  any  other  Depart- 
ment. But  this  was  not  the  case  with  the 
Canadian  Senate.  The  hon.  gentlemen  knew 
that  a  Bill  had  been  carrieil  through  the 
House  providing  for  a  Committee  appointed 
by  Mr.  Speaker  to  regulate  the  affairs  of  this 
House.  That  Committee  consisted  of  the 
members  of  the  Administration,  but  that  Act 
did  not  apply  to  the  Senate  as  at  present  con- 
stituted ;  the  fjEu^t  being  that  the  expenditure 
of  that  body  was  entirely  under  its  own  con- 
trol, and  he  was  informed  that  its  accounts 
had  not  been  audited  or  supervised  for  many 
years  past.  He  did  not  think  this  was  a  de- 
sirable state  ot  things,  and  it  was  important 
that  they  should  see  exactly  what  this  expen- 
diture was  and  how  far  the  Auditor  appointed 
imder  the  Act  of  Parliament  had  supervised 
it.  His  impression  was  that  when  the  return 
was  brought  down  it  would  be  seen  that  the 
expenditure  in  the  other  Chamber  had  not 
been  as  economical  as  in  this,  though  even  in 
this  House  they  had  not  distinguished  them- 
selves in  that  respect." 

This  statement  conveys,  I  think,  an 
erroneous  impression  in  several  I'espects. 
In  the  first  place,  it  says,  that  since 
1869  the  expenditure  of  the  Houso  of 
Loi*ds  "  was  subject  to  the  same  su|>er- 
vision  as  that  6i  any  other  department 
of  the  State."  *  This  is  not  quite  accurate  ; 
because,  although  since  18G9  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  House  of  Lords  is  sub- 
ject to  audit  by  the  Auditor-General,  it 
is  not  in  the  «ame  way  or  degree 
as  is  the  expenditure  of  any  other 
department  of  the  State,  'i'he  dis- 
tinction is  very  plainly  laid  down 
by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  the  course  of  a 
debate,  which  will  be  found  in  Hansard 
for  1870,  page  383.     An  item  caroeup  of 


Digitized,  by 


Google 


118 


Expenditures  of 


[SENATK] 


the  Senate. 


J&34,023  to  complete  the  simi  for  the 
officas  of  the  House  of  Lords,  aud  some 
remarks  were  made  about  it,  as  to  the 
scale  by  which  the  salaries  of  the  officers 
of  that  House  were  regulated.  The 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Stansfield, 
said  in  reply  : — 

<<  That  the  estimate  for  the  House  of  Lords 
was  prepared  by  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  and  sent  to  the  Treasury,  and  it  was 
generally  accepted  by  them  without  dispute. 
It  was  undoubtedly  within  the  competence  of 
the  Committee  of  Supply  to  modify  and  even 
to  reduce  it,  but  a  certain  amount  of  respect  was 
always  paid  to  the  estimate,  and  it  had  not 
been  their  habit  to  scan  it  very  closely.  The 
salaries  were  now  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  certain  reductions 
would  be  made,  some  of  which  had  been 
already  determined  upon." 

The  Rtatemeiit,  as  to  its  being  the 
usage  to  accept  the  estimates  of  the 
House  of  Lord.s  without  dispute, 
l>eing  criticised  by  some  merabere,  !Mr. 
Gladstone,  who  was  tlieii  in  OpjK)sition, 
said  : 

•'  It  was  his  duty  to  support  the  statement 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  because  this 
question  was  one  of  a  peculiar  nature.  It  was 
not  to  be  supposed  that  the  Treasury  would 
assume  that  control  over  the  estimates  for  the 
House  of  Lords  that  it  was  their  duty  to 
exercise  over  all  other  estimates.  Under  the 
old  usage  the  House  of  Lords  were  accus- 
tomed to  regulate  their  own  expenditure  ;  but 
that  House,  in  a  spirit  that  did  them  great 
credit,  had  abandoned  that  privilege,  and  had 
consented  that  the  expenditure  should  come 
under  an  annual  vote.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  would  not  be  becoming  for  the 
Treasury  to  assume  that  sort  of  command  over 
the  estimate  that  they  very  properly  exercised 
over  ordinary  estimates." 

The  House  will,  I  am  sui-e,  see  that  the 
course  pursued  there,  and  the  remarks 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  as  well 
as  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  did  not  wari'ant  the  state- 
ment made  by  Mr.  Mills  in  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature  that  the  expen- 
diture of  the  House  of  Lords  was  subject 
to  the  same  supervision  aa  that  of  any 
other  Department  of  the  State.  On  the 
contrary,  Mr.  Gladstone  contradicts  that 
and  says  that  it  was  not  to  be  supposed 
that  tlie  Treasury  would  assume  that 
control  over  the  estimate  for  the  House 
of  Lords  that  it  was  their  duty  to  exercise 
over  all  other  estimates.  The  next  state- 
ment to  which  I  desire  to  call  attention 
is  that,  owing  to  their  having  in  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature  a  committee 
Hon.  Sir  Alex,  Campbell. 


which  is  known  as  the  Committee  on  ihm 
Internal  Economy  of  the  House,  they, 
through  it,  exercise  more  strict  supervision 
over  the  expenditure  of  that  House  than 
the  Committee  on  Contingencies  do  in 
this  Chamber.  It  would  not  bo  very 
difficult  to  ascertain  correctly  whether 
the  expenditure  is  larger  in  proportion  in 
this  branch  of  the  legislature  than  in  the 
other,  but  I  apprehend  that  the  supers 
vision  exercised  by  the  Committee  on 
Contingencies  of  the  Senate  is  quite  as 
close  as  that  exercised  by  the  Committee 
on  the  Internal  Economy  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  There  is  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be,  and  T  have  long 
been  awai-e  of  the  anxiety  of  hon. 
members  that  it  should  be,  as,  hav- 
ing been  an  active  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Contingencies  of  this 
House  in  former  years,  i  know  that  the 
supervision  was,  and  I  believe  it  still  to 
be,  as  accurate  and  close  as  that  of  the 
Internal  Economy  Committee  can  be. 
The  third  error  into  which  I  think  the 
gentleman  has  fillen,  is  in  saying  that 
the  expenditure  of  this  body  is  entirely 
under  its  own  control,  and  that  its  ac- 
counts had  not  been  audited  and  super- 
vised for  many  years  past.  If  it  is 
meant  by  this  that  the  expenditure  is 
not  examined  by  the  Committee  on  Con- 
tingencies in  this  Chaml>er,  he  is  quite 
in  error.  If  it  means  that  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  Senate  has  not  been  sujiervis- 
ed'  by  the  Auditor-General,  then  it  is 
due  to  this  House  that  I  should  make  a 
statement  on  that  point  The  practice 
which  has  obtained  since  1869  in  the 
Hou83  of  Lords,  and  which  is  alluded  to 
by  Mr.  Mills,  was  brought  under  my 
notice  in  July  last,  in  consequence 
of  an  application  being  made  \ty  the 
Auditor-Gfeneral  to  supervise  the  ac- 
counts of  this  bmnch  ot  the  Legislature. 
During  the  vacation,  it  often  happens 
that  the  only  members  of  the  Senate  in 
town  are  the  members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and,  although  we  have  no  peculiar 
right  during  the  vacation  to  speak  for 
the  House,  it  becomes  advisable  some- 
times that  we  should  do  so,  and  we  can 
only  trust  our  fellow-members  will  par- 
don us  for  undertaking  that  duty,  and, 
if  they  see  that  our  action  was  right  and 
proper,  support  ns  when  the  Hons^ 
meets.  My  advice,  when  the  Clerk 
applied  to  me,  was  that  the  pVactioe  of 
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the  House  of  Lords  should  be  followed 
so  far  as  it  is  possible,  and  I  had  several 
interviews  with  the  Auditor-General  on 
this  subject,  the  result  of  which  was 
that  the  Clerk,  by  my  advice,  submitted 
to  the  Auditor-General,  not  a  complete 
statement  of  the  accounts,  but  a  state- 
ment of  the  cheques  which  he  had  given 
from  month  to  month,  and  this  has  been 
done  since  the  1st  of  July  last.  Under 
the  old  practice,  the  Clerk  of  this  House 
received  a  large  sum  from  the  Dominion 
treasury — anterior  to  the  time  of  the 
present  occupant,  a  very  large  sum,  per- 
haps a  hundred  thousand  at  a  time — and 
it  was  carried  to  his  private  credit  and 
disbursed  by  him,  from  time  to  time,  by 
cheque.  The  practice  lately  has  been  to 
give  a  warrant  for  a  much  smaller  sum 
— ten  or  twelve  thousand  dollars-^ which 
sum  is  accounted  for  at  the  end  of  each 
month.  The  way  in  which  I  advised  the 
Clerk  to  account  for  it  was  to  sand  in  a 
statement  of  the  amount  and  number  of 
each  cheque  used,  without  mentioning 
the  parties  to  whom  the  cheques  were 
given,  or  other  details.  That  practice 
has  since  been  followed,  and  I  was  con- 
fident that  hon.  gentlemen  here  would 
support  me  when  this  House  should 
meet.  Assumiiig  the  responsibility  of 
advising  that  this  was  the  best  course  to 
be  pursued,  J  farther  recommended  the 
Clerk  to  submit  the.  accounts  to  any 
further  audit,  in  the  same  way  and 
U)  the  same  extent  as  obtained  in  Eng- 
land in  reference  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  to  trust  that  tliey  would  be  treated 
in  the  same  spirit  in  which  hon.  gentle- 
men will  see  by  the  language  which  I 
have  just  quoted  they  are  meb  in 
England.  This  was  mentioned  to  the 
Auditor-General,  and  so  far  the  proposi- 
tion was  ready  to  be  carried  out  on  the 
part  of  this  House,  and  an  audit  such  as 
the  House  of  Lords'  submits  to  would 
iiave  been  recommended  for  your  sanc- 
tion here,  had  the  matter  gone  on  in  the 
way  in  which  I  then  anticipated.  How- 
ever, upon  mentioning  this  to  other 
members  of  the  Government,  it  appeared 
that  the  same  application  had  been  made 
by  the  Auditor-General  to  the  officers  of 
the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature,  in 
order  that  their  accounts  might  also  be 
audited.  I  thought  it  was  desirable 
that  the  action  of  ithe  two  Houses 
should  be  alike,  and  that  if  an  audit  of  the 
Han.  Sir.  Alex.  Campbell 


accounts  of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
acknowledged  to  be  due  under  the  law, 
we  should  authorize  a  like  audit  of  the 
accounts  of  the  Senate.  I  mentioned 
what  I  thought  we  would  be  ready  to  do 
in  this  House.  The  Committee  on  In- 
ternal Economy  in  the  other  House  were 
informed  of  it,  and  it  rested  with  them  to 
say  what  course  they  would  pursue.  On 
their  part,  they  did  not  take  any  action, 
but  refen^ed  the  matter  to  the  Minister 
of  Justice  for  his  opinion  as  to  the  rights 
and  powers  of  the  Auditor-General  under 
t^e  Audit  Act ;  and  there  the  matter 
stands.  So  far  as  this  House  is  concerned, 
I  took  the  responsibility  of  saying  that 
we  would  act  in  the  same  way  as  they 
might  decide  to  do  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  I  was  ready  to  advise  this 
Chamber  to  have  taken  the  step  which 
they  are  still  deliberating  about.  I 
cannot  at  all  think  there  is  any  ground 
for  the  sort  of  intimation  which  is  given 
in  the  speech  that  I  have  referred  to, 
that  there  is  an  iudisposition  upon  the 
part  of  this  House  to  have  its  accounts 
submitted  to  any  audit  which  the  law 
calls  for,  or  that  we  have  anything  to 
con«eal,  or  desii-e  to  do  anything  but 
maintain  the  privileges  of  the  Senate  and 
see  that  they  are  not  encroached  upon 
through  laxity  of  pmctiee  or  un- 
authorized action  on  the  part  of  public 
officers,  without  the  full  assent  of  this 
House,  after  a  fair  knowledge  of  all  the 
facts.  I  mention  this  circumstance  now 
because  I  think  the  address  which  I 
move  should  be  considered  on  Monday,  is 
one  involving  a  very  serious  con- 
sideration as  to  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  the  Senate,  and  that  it  will  be 
necessary  for  us  to  exercise  caution  in 
the  action  which  we  may  take  upon  it 
It  is,  so  far  as  I  know,  quite  a  novelty, 
and  although  we  desire,  I  am  sure,  to 
maintain  terms  of  perfect  and  respectful 
harmony  with  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature,  and  conform  ourselves  to 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  which  it  is  sup- 
posed gives  the  Auditor-General  the 
right  of  examining,  to  a  certain  extent — 
but  it  should  only  be  acted  upon  in  the 
spirit  in  which  Mr.  Gladstone  speaks — 
the  accounts  of  this  House,  it  is  a  ques- 
tion whether  it  is  desirable  or  not  to 
communicate  to  the  other  branch  of  tho 
Legislature,  on  a  message  like  this,  the 
details  thej  ask  for.    It  is  a  point  which 
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requires  delibemtion,  and  it  is  because  it 
is  8o  that  I  have  asked  the  House  to 
defer  the  consideration  of  the  address 
until  Monday,  so  that  we  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  look  into  it,  and  will  be 
guided  by  the  privileges  of  the  Senate 
and  of  Parliament,  bearing  in  mind  that 
great  deference  is  due  to  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  more  particu- 
larly on  points  involving  the  expendi- 
ture of  money,  with  which  that  House  it 
jmstly  charged  with  the  fullest  resiionsi- 
bility  by  the  [>eople  at  large. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Having  l)een  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Contingent 
Accounts  ever  since  Confederation,  I  am 
enabled  to  state  that  it  has  been  the 
invariable  practice  when  the  Clerk's 
accounts  were  annually  laid  on  the  table 
of  this  House,  to  refer  them  to  the  Con- 
tingent Committee,  and  that  the  Contin- 
gent Committee  has  as  invariably  each 
session  appointed  a  sub-committee  to 
check,  audit  and  report  upon  those  ac- 
counts, with  the  accompanying  vouchers. 
I  make  this  remark  in  hearing  of 
other  members  of  the  Committee,  who 
will  support  me  in  that  statement.  It 
80  happens  that,  I  believe  continuously, 
up  to  last  session,  I  was  a  member  of 
that  sub-committee,  and,  during  most  of 
the  time,  being  chairman  of  it,  it  became 
my  duty  to  report,  and  I  am  able  to 
state,  Miat,  not  only  was  the  sub-com- 
mittee appointed,  but  that  that  Com- 
mittee carefully  audited  and  checked 
each  item  of  the  Clerk's  accounts  and 
vouchers.  They  made  their  report  to 
the  Contingent  Committee,  who  reported 
to  the  House ;  and  these  reports,  from 
year  to  year,  are  to  be  found  on  the 
Journals  of  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  listened 
with  a  great  deal  of  interst  to  the  ob- 
servations which  have  fallen  from  the 
leader  ol  the  Government  in  this  House, 
in  reference  to  the  course  which  he  has 
thought  proper  to  tako  on  the  demand 
made  by  the  Auditor-General,  for  a  closer 
investigation  of  the  accounts  of  the 
Senate.  I  think  that  he  has  acted 
rery  wisely  and  very  prudently.  I  have 
l©ng  felt  that  a  very  great  misconception 
exists  outside  with  reference  to  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Senate,  and  as  it  has  been 
•bserved  by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Am- 
herst, the  contingent  accouptB  of  this 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  (JampbeU. 


House  are  submitted  to  as  close  an 
investigation  as  the  contingent  accounts 
of  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature— 
probably  a  much  more  keen  criticism. 
During  the  time  that  I  have  been  in 
the  Senate,  I  believe  I  have  been  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Contingent  Accounts  Commit- 
tee, though  net  of  the  sub-committeet 
and  1  was  very  much  struck  from 
the  beginning  with  the  anxious  care 
of  the  sub-committee  to  restrict, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  expendi- 
ture which  we  controlled.  I  am. 
very  glad  that  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  named  a  day  when  we  can  dis- 
cuss the  subject,  and  consider  the  proper 
course  to  take  on  the  motion  that  he  has- 
brought  under  our  notice ;  and  I  think 
he  was  ouite  right  in  placing  the  accounta 
of  this  Chamber  on  the  same  basis  as  the 
contingent  accounts  of  the  House  of' 
Commons.  I  think  it  would  be  a  very 
unwise  and  a  very  unfortunate  position 
for  the  Senate  to  assume  to  itself  any- 
thing like  exclusive  secresy  in  the  char- 
acter of  its  internal  expenditure.  I  do 
not  think  the  Senate  has  anything  to 
fear  in  the  investigation.  I  think  that 
they  can  invite  the  fullest  examination, 
and,  therefore,  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment acted  prudently  in  stating  that  this 
Chamber  was  prepared  to  adopt,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  examination  of  those  ac- 
counts, the  same  coui'se  as  was  adopted 
by  the  Committee  in  the  other  Chamber. 
The  rule  laid  down  in  the  observations 
made  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  I  think,  is  the 
true  one.  While  the  Senate  should  have 
no  desire  to  conceal  from  the  public  the 
details  of  its  ex[)enditure,  still  there 
ought  to  be  deference  and  delicacy  shown 
when  the  petty  accounts  had  been 
already  audited  by  a  Committee  of  the 
Senate.  A  certain  amount  of  deference 
should  be  paid  to  the  gentlemen  who 
form  that  sub-committee.  I  think  it  is 
probably  fortunate  that  this  notice  has 
been  brought  up,  because,  as  I  have  said 
in  my  opening  remarks,  a  good  deal  of 
misconception  prevails  out  of  doors  a& 
regards  the  expenditures  made  by  thia 
Chamber. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

The  following  Bills  from  the  House  ef 
Commons  were  iiftroduoed  and  read  the 
first  time : — 
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Bill  (24;  "  To  incorporate  the  Domin- 
ioD  Commercial  Travellers'  Association." 
—(Mr.  Scott) 

Bill  (27)  "  To  incorporate  the  Baptist 
Union  of  Canada." — (Mr,  McM aster.) 


INSOLVENCY  LAWS  BEPEAL  BILL. 
SECOND   HEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (2)  >"  To  repeal  the  Acts 
respecting;  insolvency  now  in  force  in 
Ouada."  He  said :  In  proposing  the 
lecond  reading  of  this  Bill,  I  do  not 
think  it  necessary  to  trouble  the  House 
with  a  great  many  observations  on  the 
salject,  especially  as  this  matter  was 
fully  discussed  so  recently  as  last  session. 
I  may  say  that  there  are  very  serious 
objections  to  the  costly  and  cumbrous 
legislation  which  we  have  at  present  on 
our  Statute  books,  and  those  objections 
arise  very  much  from  the  inherent  diffi- 
culty of  making  a  bankruptcy  law. 
Amongst  other  objections,  it  is  quite 
manifest  that  the  effect  of  such  a  law  is 
to  promote,  to  a  very  large  extent,  com- 
mercial immorality  in  the  country.  It 
operates  in  this  way  :  at  the  very  out- 
set, persons  with  small  means  and  less 
experience,  go  into  business,  and,  if  they 
can  only  get  credit  to  a  certain  extent, 
they  go  on  until  there  is  an  end  of  their 
career,  with  this  consoling  reflection,  that 
if  they  succeed  it  is  well  with  them,  and 
if  they  fail  it  is  equally  well  with  them. 
Now,  the  other  obvious  objection, 
to  the  present  law  arises  from  the 
working  of  that  Act ;  in  the  enormous 
cost  which  so  far  goes  to  diminish  the 
assets  of  the  estate,  the  enormous  cost 
in  inspectors'  and  assignees'  fees,  in 
legal  expenses  and  court  fees.  Now, 
what  has  been  the  history  of  this 
legislation  in  Canada?  We  are  aware 
that  it  commenced  for  the  flrst  time  in 
the  year  1869,  and ,  at  that  time  a  Bill 
was  passed  which  was  subsequently 
ameoded  on  two  or  three  different  occa- 
sions, the  result  being  a  new  and  consoli- 
dated Act  in  1875.  That  Act  was 
subsequently  amended  in  the  years  1876 
and  1877,  and  the  result  was  legislation 
oovering  some  seventy-five  pages  of  the 
Statute  book  and  embracing  no  less  than 
213  clauses,  besides  sub-sections  and 
idiedules.  We  come  then  to  the  legisla- 
ffan.  Mr.  Scott. 


tion  of  1879.  On  that  occasion,  the  bills- 
before  the  House  were  referred  to  a 
committee  for  consideration.  That  Com- 
mittee, composed  of  some  of  the  best  legal 
and  commercial  minds  in  the  House,  s§t 
for  nearly  a  month,  and  embodied  the  re- 
sult in  the  Bill  which  was  laid  on  the  table 
of  the  House.  That  Bill  was  rej  ec ted  by  a. 
decisive  vote,  and  a  Bill  substantially  the 
same  as  is  now  before  the  House  was- 
passed  on  a  clear  and  decisive  vote  by  a 
majority  of  over  fifty.  That  action  was 
taken  in  a  new  House,  fresh  from  the 
people,  and  it  must  be  regarded  as  em- 
bodying the  views  of  the  people  on  a  ques- 
tion that  had  been  agitating  the  country 
for  some  time  previous.  On  the  former 
occasion,  when  the  Bill,  >vhich  I  say  was 
substantially  the  same  as  the  measure' 
now  before  the  House,  was  before  us 
the  objections  chiefly  urged  to  the  passage 
of  the  Act,  and  in  favor  of  its  postpone- 
ment until  this  session,  was  that  it  was 
passed  hastily,  and  that  time  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  House  and  to  the  country 
to  consider  the  question,  and  that  it 
should  not  be  pressed  that  year.  I  pre- 
sume that  this  objection  certainly  cannot 
attach  to  the  present  Bill,  which  has 
again  passed  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  is  now  before  the  Senate  for  consid- 
eration. It  was  passed  with  some  dis- 
cussion, but  without  any  division  being 
asked  for  against  it,  and  I  do  hope  that 
hon.  gentlemen  who  have  opinions  adverse 
to  the  repeal  of  the  Insolvency  Law,  and 
who  have  a  right  to  express  their 
opinions  if  they  think  fib  to  do  so,  will, 
at  the  same  time  refrain  from  asking  the 
House  to  divide  on  the  passage  of  a  Bill 
which  is  evidently  demanded  by  the 
voice  of  the  country.  Now,  let  us  look 
for  a  moment  at  the  state  of  this  ques- 
tion in  other  countries.  We  are  all  aware 
of  the  course  that  has  been  taken  in  the 
United  States  when  the  Congress  of  that 
great  republic,  some  two  or  three  years 
ago,  repealed  their  bankruptcy  laws.  I 
am  aware  that  it  has  been  suggested 
there  is  some  change  of  opinion  on  the 
subject  in  that  country.  It  has  taken 
some  time  to  manifest  itself,  but  I  have 
yet  to  learn  that  the  stray  opinions  of 
individuals  or  of  a  few  boards  of  trade 
can  be  said  to  shew  in  any  way  that  the 
public  feeling  of  the  United  States  is  for 
reintroducing  the  bankruptcy  law  in 
that  country.     At   all  events  it   will  l>e 
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time  enough    to    consider    that  subject 
when  any  action   is  taken  upon  it   by 
Congress.      Then,  in  England,  we    find 
that,  duiing  the  present  session,  sweeping 
cl^nges  have   been  proposed  to  be  inti*o- 
•duced  into  the  bankruptcy  laws  of   that 
-country.      The  Attorney-General  lately 
brought  forward  a  Bill  which   proposed 
to  repeal  all  the  powers  respecting  liqui- 
dations   by  arrangement    and  composi- 
tions.    These  are  all  to  be  abolished,  and 
substituted   for  them  are  to  be  deeds  of 
arrangement   to  trustees,  made   by  the 
•debtor    and     creditor,    respectively — in 
fact  establishing,  substantially,  the  mode 
which  has  prevailed  in  the  rrovinco  from 
which  I  come  for  a  great  many  years. 
Then    it     goes    further    and    provides 
distinctly  for  the  audit   of  accounts  in 
bankruptcy   as  well   as  under  deeds  of 
Arrangement.     It  goes  still  farther  and 
pix)\:ides    that  discharges    to  bankrupts 
43hall  be  refused  in  any  case   where  the 
debtor  has  failed  to  keep  proper  accounts, 
or  has   sijeculated  rashly,    or  has  lived 
extravagantly.     All  this  amended  legis 
lation,  which  amounts  almost  to  a  revolu- 
tion in  the  English  bankrupt  laws,  tends 
to    shew    that    the   current  of  opinion 
in  England,  as  in  the  United  States  and 
in   this  country,    has    latterly    been  in 
favor  of  abolishing,  to   a  very   large  ex- 
tent, the  bankruptcy  laws.      LtJt  us  look 
for  a  moment  at  the  progress  of  public 
opinion  in  this  country.      I  have  spoken 
of  the  legislation  on   bankruptcy  which 
was  amended  by  this  Parliament  so  late 
AS  the  year  1877.     In  that  year  probably 
their  action  was  influenced  by  the  deci- 
Hion  of  the  Dominion  Board  of  Trade  at 
that  time,  which  voted,  I  think,  by  some- 
thing    like    two-thirds,   if     not    three - 
fourths,     against     the     repeal     of    the 
Insolvency     Law.     But     the      current 
"was    flowing     on,    and,    in     the    year 
1879,  in  the  same  Dominion  Board  of 
Trade,  when   the   same    resolution  was 
brought  forward  again,  it  was  only  car- 
ried by  the  casting  vote  of  the  president, 
and  thab  in  a  thin  meeting  of  the  Board, 
and  it   was  stated  confidently  that,  had 
there  l)een  a  full  meeting,  the  resolution 
would  have  carried.     I  may  refer  for  a 
moment  to  the  petitions  on  that  subject 
from  the  city  of  Montreal.      My  hon. 
friend  from  Montreal,  last  year,  presented 
A  petition  from  some  three  hundred  mer- 
vcantile  firms  of  that  city,  praying  for  the 
Bon.  Mr.  Dickey. 


repeal  of  the  Insolvency  Law.  He  atao 
presented  petitions  from  the  managers  of 
six  banks,  and  from  four  bank  managers 
and  seventy  mercantile  firms  praying  for 


the  continuance  of  the  law  ;  so  that  th© 
feeling  has   gone   on    until   it   has   cul- 
minated  in  the  resolution  of  this  year 
and  the  Bill  which  is  now  before  the 
House.     It  has  been  objected  that,  if  you 
sweep   away   this    legislation   from   the 
Statute,  book  you  are  going  to  give  rise 
to    greater     evils     than     those     which 
wei'e     manifest     under     the     operation 
of    the    existing     law,    and     reference 
has   been   made  to   preferential  .assign- 
ments.    Hon.    gentlemen    are   perfectly 
Wi41  aware  that  even  under  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Law  there  is  a  limited  time  before 
bankruptcy  when  assignments  of  personal 
property  may  Ije  made  on  judgments,  and 
mortgages  on  real  estate  may  be  given  to 
preferential  cri^ditors,  done  in  good  faith, 
for  the  purpose  of  paying  a  debt.     These 
are  allowed  at  present ;    but  I  may  say 
that,     after    all,    it    appeara     to     me 
that     the      question     is    not     such     a 
one    as    would     pi-event     this     House 
from     taking    action    in    the    matter, 
because,  where  there  are  not  local  laws, 
these  can  be  made  in  the  diflerent  Pro- 
vinces.    I  quite  admit  that  the  result  of 
the  repeal  of  this  Act  would  be,  to  some 
extent,  to  limit  credit,  and  I  am  far  from 
thinking  that  this  would  be  an  unmixed 
evil,  because  I  do  believe  that  this  facility 
for  getting  credit  has  been  the  cause  of  an 
immense   deal  -of  over-trading,  and  th* 
I  cause  of  a  great  many  evils  which  th* 
Insolvent    Act   itself    was  intended   to 
remedy.     For  that  reason  I  think  if  the 
eflfect  is  to  limit  credit  it  will  be  a  good 
thing.     I  speak  from  a  professional  ex- 
perience of  thirty-five  years,  and  I  can 
say  that  I  never  yet  have  known  a  oise  in 
which  an  honest  man  who  desired  to  make 
an  arrangement  with  his  creditors  had  the 
slightest  difliculty  when  he  was  willing 
to  give  up  his  property.     The  Bill  before 
us  does  not  merely  sweep  away  the  legis- 
lation of  1875  and  amending  Acts,  but 
it  makes  provision  that,  where  the  pro- 
perty  of  the  bankrupt  has  passed  into 
the  hands  of  the  oflSlcial  assignee,  thos* 
proceedings  may  be  continued  and  com- 
pleted and  the   estate. wound   up,  thui 
providing  for  any  contingency  that  may 
arise  under  the  circumstances  of  existii^^ 
bankruptcies.      I  may  say  that  the  aim- 
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plicity  of  the  Act  itself  is  the  very  best 
'Teoommendation  of  it.  On  the  former 
-occasion  I  expressed  my  regret  that  the 
House  was  not  disposed  to  take  the  view 
of  immediately  repealing  the  Act,  be- 
oanse  I  ventured  to  predict,  as  others  did, 
that  the  result  would  be  a  rush  to  take 
the  benefit  of  tlie  existing  laws  while 
they  were  in  force. .  We  all  know  what 
the  efiect  has  been  during  the  past  year, 
and  that  effect,  reacting  on  the  credit  of 
the  country,  has  been^most  injurious.  I 
do  hope  that  the  passage  of  this  Bill  will 
enable  us  to  meet  future  difficulties  in  a 
much  better  manner  than  we  have  been 
enabled  to  do  in  the  past,  and  after  this 
Bill  has  twice  received  the  sanction  of 
the  representatives  of  the  people,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  general  voice  of  the 
electorate,  I  do  hope  that  this  House 
will  put  it  in  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  (in  .French) 
— In  rising  to  second  the  motion  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  respecting  the 
Insolvency  Liw  I  do  not  propose  to  take 
up  much  of  the  time  of  the  House  ;  but 
I  cannot  help  giving  some  reasons  why 
this  bill  ought  to  pass.  The  first  reason 
is  that  there  is,  throughout  the  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land,  but  ono  opinion 
Among  the  people,  that  the  repeal  of  the 
Insolvjncy  Act  is  an  absolute  necessity. 
The  proof  of  this  universal  opinion  lies 
in  the  very  fact  that  for  the  two  yeai-s 
Parliament  has  had  this  measure  before 
it,  not  a  petition  h^is  been  presented  in 
either  House  adverse  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Act  except  from  some  few  corporations. 
The  second  reason  is  that  the  Bankruptcy 
Liaw  has  done  much  evil.  During  the 
past  few  years  what  have  we  seen  1 
Numbers  of*  our  fellow-subjects,  with 
little  or  no  means,  have  been  entering 
into  business  knowing  that  if  they  did 
not  succeed  there  was  a  law  which  would 
help  them  and  give  them  a  discharge  of 
their  debts.  The  consequence  of  such 
f*  system  has  been  hc^dreds  of  failures. 
The  stock  in  such  cases  was  sold  at  a 
very  low  price  and  bought  by  other 
merchants  (sometiuies  by  the  debtors 
themselves)  who  could  then  undei-sell 
others.  Their  neighbors,  meeting  with 
snch  opposition,  could  not  continue 
business,  and  their  turn  came  sooner  or 
later.  Thus  it  has  happened,  that  in 
j0ome  localities  that  I  know  of,  one-tifth 
Him.  Mr^  Dickey. 


or  one-sixth  of  tlie  merchants  have 
failed.  There  is  another  evil  to  whice 
I  must  also  call  attention.  It  is  the 
when  these  bankruptcies  occur,  the  stock 
is  put  into  the  hands  of  the  official 
assignees,  and  when  everything  is  settled 
these  assignees  have  absorbed  all  •or 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  estates,  and  vei>- 
little  remains  to  be  distributed  among 
the  creditors.  This  li  w,  as  it  now  stands 
on  our  Statute  book,  is  nothing  more  or 
less  than  a  law  to  legalize  injustice, 
cheating  and  stealing.  No  Parliament 
has  power,  morally  speaking,  to  declare 
that  a  certain  class  of  the  community  has 
such  a  privilege  as  that  which  is  generally 
given  by  this  Insolvent  Act  of  ours  — 
the  privilege  of  not  paying  their  honest 
debte.  I  know  that  there  may  be  some 
exceptional  cases  where  the  civil  power 
can  grant  such  a  privilege,  but  never  in 
the  general  manner  it  is  given  under  our 
Insolvency  Law,  which  everyone  admits 
is  a  fruitful  source  of  fraud.  I  believe 
that  these  are  the  most  important  reasons 
that  can  be  given  in  support  of  the 
repeal  of  the  law,  and,  therefore,  I  am 
confident  that  this  House  will  give,  this 
session,  a  vote  which  will  remove  that 
Act  from  our  Statute  books.  I  believe 
this  the  more  when  I  recall  the  fact  that 
almost  every  member  in  this  House 
stated  last  jear,  when  the  discussion  on 
this  same  Bill  took  ])lace,  that  while 
they  acknowledged  the  Insolvency  Act 
was  not  a  good  law,  they  thought  it 
should  not  be  too  hastily  repealed,  and 
that  we  ought  to  give  the  local  legisla- 
tures time  to  legislate,  as  they  had  a 
right  to  do,  to  supply  its  place.  Then, 
they  contended,  it  would  be  time  enough 
to  repeal  the  Insolvency  Act.  This  year, 
this  objection  cannot  be  raised,  since 
Ontario  has  ali*eady  passed  a  law,  and 
the  legislatures  of  other  provinces  are 
now  in  session.  If  we  repeal  the  InsoL 
vent  Act,  those  legislatures  may  at  once 
enact  such  measures  as  they  think  proper 
to  replace  our  Dominion  law. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
Bill  certiiinly  comes  before  the  Senate 
under  different  aspects  from  that  which  it 
presented  when  under  considei-ation  last 
year.  It  had  then  been  adopted,  as  might 
have  been  urged,  and  as  was  ui'ged,  some- 
what suddenly  and  without  any  very 
lengthened  consideration  elsewhere,  and 
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it  was  thought  in  this  House  that  it 
would  be  desirable,  at  all  events,  to  give 
some  further  opportunity  for  the  recort- 
sideration  of  so  important  a  measure  in 
that  branch  of  the  Legislature,  and  many 
membei^  of  the  Senate  felt  justified  in 
voting  then  against  a  similai*  Bill  to  that 
which  is  now  before  us  on  that  ground. 
It  was  also  thought  desirable  by  many 
hon.  gentlemen,  I  am  aware,  that  more 
time  should  be  given  to  the  local  legis- 
latures to  make  such  preparations  as 
they  might  deem  necessary  to  meet  the 
contingency  of  the  Bankruptcy  Law 
being  absolutely  repealed  this  session. 
As  the  hon.  Senator  from  De  Lanaudi^re 
(Mr.  Bellerose)  has  mentioned,  the 
Legislature  of  Ontario  has  taken 
advantage  of  the  delay  that  was  given 
by  the  action  of  this  House  last 
lession  to  make  preparations  which, 
I  hope,  will  be  very  useful  to  meet 
the  contingencies  which  may  arise, 
when  the  existing  Insolvent  Act  is  re- 
pealed. It  was  pretty  evident  to  the 
Government  last  session  that,  if  a 
measure  of  this  kind  should  be  intro- 
duced this  session,  it  would,  probably, 
be  carried  through  the  Legislature,  and, 
therefore,  we  felt  it  to  be  our  duty — ^and 
it  devolved  upon  rae — to  initiate  a 
correspondence  with  the  Premier  of 
Ontario,  the  result  of  which  was 
the  preparation  of  the  Bill  to 
which  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Bellerose) 
has  drawn  attention,  passed  by  the  Le- 
gislature of  that  Province,  and  which  is 
intended,  as  far  as  possible,  to  meet  any 
evils  which  might  arise  from  the  passage 
of  the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  Those 
gentlemen  who  are  familiar  with  the 
laws  of  the  Provinces  of  Quebec  and 
Ontario,  believe  that  the  former  stands 
in  a  better  position  than  the  latter  in 
the  provision  made  for  the  distribution 
of  insolvent  estates.  The  law  recently 
enacted  by  Ontario  has  been,  more  or 
less,  fi*amed  to  take  advantage  of  the 
laws  which  obtain  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  and  seeks  to  give,  as  far  as 
possible,  a  fair  distribution  of  the  assets 
of  a  debtor  whose  goods  and  chattels 
are  taken  in  execution.  Under  the 
former  laws  of  Ontario  the  first  execu- 
tion took  everything.  Under  the  law 
of  Quebec,  as  it  has  all  along  stood,  the 
estate,  when  seized  in  execution,  became  I 
the  proi>erty  of  all  the  creditors  who  | 
HotL  Sir  Alex.  Campbell. 


fyled  their  claims  within  a  certain 
period.  That  is  a  provision  which  re- 
cojQ mends  itself  to  the  favorable  consi^ 
deration  of  everyone,  and  does,  to  a^ 
cei-tain  extent,  provide  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Insolvency  Laws. 
Other  provisions  have  been  adopted  from 
the  Quebec  system  also,  and  some,  origi- 
nating in  Ontario  itself,  have  been  sug- 
jested  by  gentlemen  of  the  legal  profes- 
sion there,  and  a  provision  has  been 
made  there  which  is  more  or  less  perfect, 
and  which,  indeed,  I  learn  from  tiie 
Premier  of  Ontario,  is  considered  by  him 
to  meet  pi^etty  well  the  difficulties  which 
will  arise  in  Ontario,  except  one  or  two 
points  which  he  mentioned  in  hi«  corres- 
pondence with  me,  and  which,  I  have  no 
doubt,  will  be  redressed  hereafter  by 
legislation  which  he  thinks  is  neoessary 
on  the  part  of  the  Dominion  Parliaraent- 
But,  irrespective  of  these  considerations, 
and  of  the  time  which  has  thus  been 
given  to  the  Provinces  to  legislate  for  the 
position  in  which  they  will  be  pkced  by 
the  repeal  of  these  laws,  there  is  another 
consideration  to  which  I  desire  to  draw 
attention  as  explanatory  of  the  i*eason 
why  the  Government  has  not  pi-esented 
to  Parliament,  this  session,  any  new  Bill 
to  take  the  place  of  that  which  it  is 
sought  now  to  repeal.  Not  only  are 
these  provisions  made  but  it  would  seem, 
by  the  second  vote  taken  in  the  other 
branch  of  Parliament,  by  the  matter 
having  been  before  the  public  since  last 
session,  and  by  the  almost  unanimous 
feeling  of  the  House  of  Commons  that  the 
Insolvency  Laws  should  be  absolutely 
repealed,  that  the  present  is  not  a  fa- 
vorable time  to  endeavor  to  provide 
legislation  here  to  take  the  place  of  the 
existing  Act.  If  we  legislate  at  all,  we 
must  legislate  in  that  direction,  and  over 
nearly  tae  same  ground,  and,  therefore^ 
the  decision  of  the  Government — and  we 
have  given  a  good  deal  of  thought  to  the 
matter— is  that  it  is  better,  in  the 
interest  of  commerce  and  of  the  public 
generally,  to  allow,  so  far  as  they  are 
concerned,  the  Insolvency  Law  to  be 
repealed,  and  let  the  effect  of  that  repeal,, 
tempered  as  it  will  be  by  recent  legisla- 
tion in  Ontario,  be  experienced. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  Legisla- 
tures of  New  Brunswick  and  Kova 
Scotia  are  now  both  in  session. 
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Hon,  Mr.  MILLER— Not  only  that, 
but  both  have  promised  legislation 
-similar  to  that  passed  in  Ontario. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — I 
am  very  glad  to  hear  it.  The  effect 
of  the  repeal  will  be  experienced  for  a 
time^  tempered,  therefore,  by  the  legisla- 
tion in  the  various  Provinces  which  have 
been  mentioned,  and,  by  the  establisbed 
laws  of  Quebec,  and  it  willbe  seen  whether 
it  is  really  in  the  interest  of  the  whole 
-commanity  to  have  no  insolvency  laws, 
or  whether  a  demand  will  be  made  to 
legislate  again  in  the  direction  of  the 
existing  Act.  The  present  feeling  in 
Parliament  will  have  passed  away,  under 
the  impressions  derived  from  the  actual 
working  of  the  new  system,  tempered  in 
the  manner  I  have  mentioned,  and  Par- 
liament will  have  a  better  opportunity  to 
decide,  after  the  experience  of  a  year  or 
two,  the  extent  and  direction  of  the 
legislation  required.  For  all  these  con- 
siderations, the  (Government  have  thought 
that  the  wiser  course  to  pursue  was  to 
snfier  the  Bill,  which  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Dickey)  has  brought  under  our 
attention,  to  pass,  and  to  [see  what  the 
experience  of  the  next  year  will  teach 

OS. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  had  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  have  been  pre- 
pared to-day,  seeing  that  the  present  law 
is  about  to  be  repealed,  to  have  announced 
ihat  some  provision  would  be  made  to 
meet  the  consequences  of  its  vepeal.  No 
doubt  the  House  of  Commons,  elected 
two  years  ago,  seemed  to  have  formed 
the  opinion  at  once  that  the  Insolvency . 
Act  did  not  work  fairly  or  justly,  and  by 
a  very  decided  vote — two  to  one.  Ap- 
parently the  representatives  of  the  people 
very  generally  believe  the  law  should  be 
repealed.  I  think  this  is  a  very  great 
mistake,  Canada  is  largely  engaged  in 
trade  and  commerce,  and,  notwithstand- 
ing the  gi-eateat  caution  on  the  part  of 
mercantile  men,  failures  must  occur, 
and  when  they  do  happen  there  is  no 
means,  other  than  the  medium  of  a  bauk- 
niptcy  law,  by  which  an  equal  and  equit- 
able distribution  of  the  estate  of  the 
insolvent  can  be  secured.  The  Local 
Legislature  may  pi'ovide  the  machinery 
by  which  creditors  may  rank  on  sales 
made  by  the  sheriff,  but  they  cannot 
Hon.  Mr,  Dickey. 


invest  that  functionary  with  the  powers 
of  an  assignee  under  the  Insolvent  Act. 
The  subjects  of  bankruptcyand  insolvency 
are  exclusively  under  ^he  jurisdiction  of 
the  Federal  Parliament,  and  any  legisla- 
tion by  the  Local  Legislatures  providing 
for  the  distribution  of  estateu  of  debtors 
is  vltra  vires.  The  acts  about  being 
pkssed  by  the  Local  Legislatures  will 
simply  provide  for  the  distribution 
of  the  proceeds  of  such  goods  as  the 
sheriff  may  seize,  and  go  no  further. 
There  is  no  machinery  enabling  that 
officer  to  take  into  execution  the  notes, 
bills  and  accounts  of  the  insolvent  estates. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
did  not  say  they  would  take  the  place  Of 
this  law  ;  I  simply  stated  they  would 
temper  the  effect. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend 
used  that  word,  but  the  assumption  has 
gone  abroad  that  these  laws  would  stand 
in  place  of  the  Insolvency  Act.  I  think 
myself  that  is  a  great  mistake,  and  that 
the  feeling  of  hostility  against  the  Insol- 
vency Act  has  been  largely  due  to  the 
fact  tliat  creditors  themselves  did  not 
take  sufficient  interest  in  bankrupt 
estates.  The  objections  to  tlie  law 
as  amended  in  1875  and  18T6 
were  chiefly  that  too  great  facilities 
were  given  to  insolvents  to  obtain  their 
discharge.  That  was  obviated  by  the 
adoption  of  amendments  in  1877.  I 
think  that,  unless  the  estate  paid  fifty 
cents  Un  the  dollar,  the  judge  could  not 
grant  a  discharge.  The  objection  of  the 
great  expense  in  closing  up  an  insolvent 
estate  is  one  that  is  not  well  founded, 
inasmuch  as  the  scope  of  the  Insolvent 
Act  is  to  give  the  creditors  themselves 
the  control  of  insolvent  estates,  and  for 
the  imperfect  working  of  the  Act  the 
creditors  themselves  are  entirely  to  blame. 
The  spirit  of  indiflerence  that  manifests 
itself  among  the  creditors  when  a  debtor 
goes  into  insolvency  is  most  extraordin- 
ary. The  official  assignee  almost  im- 
mediately transfers  the  estate  to  the 
creditors.  They  name  their  own 
assignee,  and  make  such  arrangements  as 
they  think  proper  to  wind  it  up.  The 
estate  is  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
parties  most  interested;  yet  they  seem 
indifferent  to  their  own  interests.  In 
England  it  was  found  necessary  to  pro- 
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tect  the  creditors  against  themselves. 
Their  law,  like  ours,  gave  the  creditors 
the  control  of  insolvent  estates,  vet  it 
was  found  that  the  creditoi-s  shewed  such 
indifference  that  grave  mismanagement 
was  the  result,  and  now  a  court  has  been 
constituted  whose  special  purpose  it  is  to 
take  estates  out  of  the  hands  of  the  cre- 
ditors for  the  very  purpose  of  seeing 
them  cai-efuUy  wound  up.  I  think  it 
will  be  found  somewhat  disastrous  in 
business  circles  to  leave  the  country  for 
a  year  without  the  advantage  of  an  In- 
solvent Act.  I  think  that  a  great  deal 
of  impropriety,  to  use  a  mild  word,  will 
occur  in  matters  of  trade,  that  very  large 
preferences  will  be  given  to  creditors, 
and  gross  frauds  practised  when  a  trader 
finds  an  execution  is  to  issue  against  him. 
I  do  not  at  all  agree  with  some  hon.  gen- 
tlemen who  advance  the  opinion  that  an 
Insolvent  Act  is  not  a  necessity.  One 
hon.  gentleman  said  that  the  effect  of  the 
Insolvent  Act  was  to  spread  immorality. 
That  is  an  extreme  statement  in  the 
present  age.  Canada  is  practically  a  com- 
mercial country,  and  a  ti-ader,  no  matter 
what  caution  he  may  exercise,  or  on 
what  principles  he  may  conduce  his 
business,  is  not  independent  of  ex- 
ternal circumstances.  He  may  be 
ruined,  and  frequently  is  ruined,  by 
causes  over  which  he  has  no  con- 
trol. The  fiscal  policy  of  this  country, 
or  of  any  other  country,  may  drive  him 
into  bankruptcy.  We  know  that  the 
groat  cause  of  ruin*  among  our  merchant 
j)rinces  in  the  lumber  trade  in  1874, 
1875  and  1876,  was  not  any  recklessnss 
on  their  part,  but  simply  due  to  the  fact 
that  depression  prevailed  in  England  and 
the  United  States,  Ihat  the  demand  for 
lumber  almost  ceased,  and  prices  fell  very 
greatly.  The  consequence  was  that  they 
were  unable  to  meet  their  engagements 
Men  who,  in  1872,  considered  themselves 
worth  half  a  million  dollars  found,  in 
187G  and  1877  that,  they  were  insolvent 
from  no  s|)ecial  cause  that  they  them- 
selves could  conti'ol,  and  one  failure  fre- 
quently draws  many  others  in  its  train,  so 
interwoven  are  business  engagements. 
I  think  myself  it  would  be  wise 
if  this  law  is  to  be  repealed,  even 
at  the  end  of  the  session,  to  intro- 
duce some  Act  that  would  enable 
creditors  to  reach  the  estates  of  debtors. 
The  Act  might  not  go  the  extreme 
Han.  Mr,  Scott, 


length  of  the  present  Insolvent  Law,  ancT 
provide  for  the  discharge  of  insolvents,, 
but  some  machinery  should  be  devised 
by  which  creditoi-s  could  get  all  the 
estates  of  a  debtor,  and  to  enable  an 
equal  distribution  to  be  maie. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER- 1  am  very 
glad  to  be  able  to  endorse  the  views 
which  have  been  expressed  by  the  leader 
of  the  Government  (Sir  Alex.  Campbell) 
in  regard  to  this  question.  He  very 
properly  reminded  the  House  that,  whoo^ 
upon  the  last  occasion  a  Bill  of  a  similar 
character  came  up  from  the  Commons^ 
the  majority  in  this  Chamber,  sharing  the 
anxieties  of  certain  boards  of  trade  and 
moneyed  institutions,  that  we  might  be 
exposed  to  senous  difficulties  arising  from 
the  old  evil  of  preferential  assignments — 
sharing  those  anxieties,  they  rejected  the 
Bill  last  session.  But  another  year  has 
passed,  and,  the  Commons  having  now  on 
division  calmly  passed  this  Bill  to  repeal 
the  Insolvent  Law,  and  holding  the  opin- 
ions which  we  do,  we  are  prepared  now  to 
give  our  assent  to  this  Bill,  amidst  all  the 
difficulties  surrounding  the  question.  1 
desire  to  state  that  I  am  of  the  number 
who  hold  that  it  is  injurious,  in  more 
senses  than  one,  to  have  an  insolvent, 
law  permanently  upon  our  Statute  book. 
I  desire  to  state  that  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  Senator  from  De  Lanaudi^re  (  VI  r. 
Bellerose),  who  addressed  us  In  French^ 
that  a  continue<l  insolvent  law  engenders- 
and  fosters  a  dishonest  spirit  in  the  coun- 
try, and  I  am  therefore  obliged  to  depart 
from  the  views  of  the  ex-Secretary  of 
State  (Mr.  Scott)  upon  this  question. 
I  fear  we  have  all  witnessed  a  class  of 
young  traders  in  every  part  of  the  conn  try^ 
rushingintoa  wild  andnotover-scrupulous 
mode  cf  trading — selling  i^ecklesslj 
at  under  cost,  to  secure  the  trade, — 
knowing  that  if  they  should  go  down^ 
they  can  always  comi)el  their  creditors  to- 
accept  a  settlement  and  commence  again. 
That  class  of  unscrupulous  traders  have 
shewn  that  they  care  not  what  losse» 
they  throw  upon  our  banking  institu- 
tions or  on  the  wholesale  importers. 
This  is  a  reckless  mode  of  trading  which 
certainly  should  not  be  fostered  and 
encouraged  by  the  laws  upon  our  Statute 
book.  I  believe  that  the  soundest  course 
for  the  Dominion  Legislature  to  pursue 
is  to  afford  facilities  by  legislation,  say 
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•very  five  years,  for  those  men  of  enter- 
prise who  have  been  overtaken  by  mis- 
fortune to  e£fect  a  settlement  with  their 
creditors,  so  that  they  may  be  relieved 
of  embarrassments,  which  may  overtake 
tiie  most  upright  men,  and  that 
the  country  may  not  lose  the 
benefit  of  their  enterprise  and  expe- 
rience in  the  future.  Feeling  assured 
tliat  the  Local  L^^latures  have  antici- 
Tated  the  repeal  of  this  Bill,  and  pro- 
aided,  by  an  Act,  to  prevent  preferential 
pssignments,  1  am  sure  that  a  large 
majority  of  this  Senate  will  conceive  it 
to  be  their  duty  to  endorse  the  action  of 
the  House  of  Commons  and  pass  the 
BiU. 

Hon.     Mr.    TRUDEl/— I    did     not 
intend  to  speak  on  this  subject,   having 
spoken  at  full  length  last  year,  but  I  can- 
not allow  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Ottawa  to  pass  without  some 
reply.     He  has  stated  that  the  country 
cannot  exist  without  an  insolvency  law, 
and  referred  to  the  feeling  that  exists  in 
Kngland.     If  I  am  rightly  informed,  the 
feeling    that    prevails    throughout    the 
world,  as  well  as  in  England,  is  against 
the  insolvency  laws.     A  few  weeks  ago 
I    received  some  letters  from    a  very 
prominent  business  man  in  Canada,  who 
is  now  in  Europe,  at  Antwerp.     He  has 
been  for  two  years  in  England,  where  he 
had   occasion  to  meet  many  of  the  pro- 
minent men   in  trade  in  that  country, 
and  he  says  that  the  feeling  that  prevails 
there  is  against  all  insolvent  laws.     He 
also  states  that  the  same  feeling  exists  in 
Belgium,   and  in  many   other  parts  of 
£urope.     From  what  this  gentleman  has 
observed   in   Europe,  and  from  reading 
the  reviews   which   have  treated  largely 
on    that    question,    he   has  become   an 
adTocate    for   the    repeal    of  the    law, 
although  he  was  strongly  in  favor  of  the 
Insolvent   Act   a    few   years  a^o.     The 
hon.  Senator  from  Ottawa    says  there  is 
no  machinery  provided  by  the  laws  of  the 
Provinces  to   meet   cases  of  insolvency 
should  the  Insolvent  Act  bo  repealed. 
J     do    not    know    what   are    the    laws 
of  some  of  the  Provinces,  and  I  cannot 
say  what  law  has  been  i-ocently  passed  in 
Ontario,  and  what  are  to  be  pa.ssed  in 
other  Provinces  whei-e  the  Legislatures 
are  now  in  session  ;  but  I  may  say  that 
in   Quebec  we  have  a  system  which  is 
Jion.  Mr,  Alexander, 


perfect  in  itself,  and  I  do  not  fear  con- 
tradiction on  this  point :  that  we  have,, 
without  the  Insolvent  Act,  the  same 
means  as  are  provided  by  that  law.  It 
is  said  that  the  sheriff  could  not,  if  the 
Insolvent  Act  is  repealed,  seize  bills, 
notes  and  money  of  debtors.  In  Quebec, 
it  is  suiEcient  for  a  creditor  to  go  before 
an  officer  appointed  to  administer  an 
oath,  and  swear  that  a  debtor  is  a  trader, 
that  he  is  notoriously  insolvent,  that  he 
has  refused  to  arrange  with  his  creditors 
or  to  make  an  assignment,  and  that  he 
still  cariies  on  his  business.  On  such  an 
affidavit  a  writ  of  attachment  is  issued 
by  the  court,  and  in  virtue  of  this  writ, 
the  sheriff,  or  any  other  officer  of  the 
court,  can  attach  all  the  movables  and 
immovables  of  the  party.  He  may 
close  the  store  and  take  hold  of  the  whole 
of  the  assets  of  the  debtor.  The  only 
difference  between  the  working  of  that 
system  and  the  Insolvent  Law  is  that  the 
liquidation  of  the  estate  is  not  made  in 
the  same  way.  According  to  our  law 
the  property  would  be  sold  by  the  sheriff, 
and  hon.  gentlemen  will  admit  that  ex- 
perience has  shewn  that  there  is  not 
much  advantage  to  be  gained  by  the  cre- 
ditors in  having  such  things  maoaaged  by 
the  assignee.  I  do  not  se**  why  an  officer 
called  ar sheriff  or  a  bailiff  could  not  dis- 
pose of  the  assets  of  an  insolvent  with  as 
much  profit  as  another  officer  appointed 
by  law,  called  an  assignee.  The  differ- 
ence is,  that  in  all  our  large  cities  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  the  sheriff  is  paid  by 
the  Government,  and  a  very  small  per- 
centage is  taken  out  of  the  estate.  The 
sheriff  is  empowered  by  the  writ  from 
the  court  to  attach  all  that  is  in 
the  hands  of  the  debtor,  and  if 
there  are  reasons  for  believing  that 
there  is  property  of  his  in  tlie  hands 
of  other  parties,  a  writ  called  seizie  en 
moins  tierces  is  issued  which  allows  the 
officer  of  the  court  to  attach  that  property 
in  the  hands  of  third  parties,  so  that  every 
possible  guarantee  is  given  to  creditors 
that  the  assets  of  their  debtor  will  be 
secured  to  them.  When  the  proceeds 
of  such  a  sale  go  into  court  they  cannot 
be  given  to  the  party  who  issues  the 
attachment,  because  he  has  alleged  the 
insolvency  of  the  debtor,  and  then  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  prothonotory  to  call  the 
creditors  of  the  insolvent  together  for 
an  equitable  distiibution  of  the  proceeds. 
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The  hon.  Senator  from  Ottawa  said  that 
the  law  as  it  exists  is  a  good  one,  an4 
that  the  bad  effects  of  it  were  due  to 
the  indifference  of  the  creditors  who 
neglected  to  attend  meetings  for  the 
winding  up  of  the  estates  of  insolvent 
debtors  ;  but  anyone  who  has  experience 
in  business  knows  that,  generally  speak- 
ing, merchants  have  something  else  to  do 
than  to  attend  such  meetings.  Frequently 
it  is  considered  unwise  to  neglect  im- 
portant and  paying  business  transactions 
to  run  after  the  estate  of  an  insolvent 
tla!i  may  not  pay  five  cents  en  the  dollar. 
It  is  not  due  to  indifference  on  the  part 
of  the  creditors  that  those  meetings  are 
not  attended,  but  to  the  fact  that  such 
meetings  have  become  so  frequent  that 
they  take  more  of  the  time  of  a  business 
man  to  attend  to  them  than  he  can 
afford  to  lose  when  he  knows  that,  inmost 
cases,  the  greater  part  of  the  insolvent's 
estate  will  go  to  pay  the  assignee.  The 
feeling  which  seems  to  prevail  all  over 
the  world  is  against  the  very  principle 
of  the  Insolvent  Act.  1  think  the  exist- 
ence of  a  bankru])t  law  creates  an  abnor- 
mal state  of  things.  Thp  normal  state 
of  trade  requires  that  aU  parties  transact- 
ing business  should  be  placed  on  an  equal 
fooDing,  and  that  the  party  who  under- 
takes an  obligation  should  be  bound  to 
fulfil  it,  and,  as  properly  stated,  the  law 
which  intervenes  and  abolishes  the  obli- 
gation of  the  debtor  to  pay  his  creditor  is 
of  itself  an  abnormal  law.  Of  coui^se 
there  are  exceptional  eases,  but  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Amherat  has  said, 
when  a  business  maif  has  acted  properly 
and  honestly  he  always  meets  with  the 
good  will  of  his  creditors.  I  know  that 
there  are  exceptional  cases  in  which  the 
uttermost  farthing  is  demanded  and  dis- 
charge refused  by  some  unreasonable 
creditor,  but  it  is  well  known  that  the 
Legislature  can  never  succeed  in  reach- 
ing all  exceptional  cases,  and  we^  ought 
to  legislate  for  the  rule  and  not  for  the 
exception.  I  hope  that  there  will  be  no 
division  on  this  question.  I  consider 
the  adoption  of  this  Bill  will  be  a  great 
means  for  restoiing  confidence  in  the 
country  and  a  normal  condition  of 
business.  Kefeicnce  was  made  to 
petitions  that  have  been  received  from  the 
city  of  Montreal  As  far  as  I  could 
ascertain,  the  feeling  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  business  men  of  that  city  is  against 
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the  Insolvent  Law,  and  the  only  reason 
given  by  some  that  it  should  be  retained 
is  the  im|>erfect  state  of  the  laws  in  other 
Provinces,  which  does  not  allow  a  creditor 
to  share  in  the  proceeds  of  the  estate  of 
his  insolvent  debtor.  As  soon  as  the 
petitioners  see  that  other  Provinces  are 
providing    systems    which     will   allow 

0  fthe  assets  of  an  insolvent  to  be  pro- 
perly divided  amongst  his  creditors,  they 
will  be  the  first  to  rejoice^in  the  repeal  of 
this  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAXJLBACH-  My  views 
on  this  subject  have  been  very  fully  ex- 
pres.sed  on  iormer  occasions.  Last  ses- 
sion I  declared  myself  opposed  to  our 
Insolvent  Act  as  demoralizing  in  its 
tendencies  and  bad  in  its  moral  effects 
upon  the  commercial  community  of  the 
country,  and  in  its  tendency  to  reckless- 
ness in  trade.  I  have  no  reason  to 
change,  but  on  the  contrary,  am  con- 
firmed in  the  position  which  I  then  took. 

1  believe  that  this  House  was  convinced 
last  year  that  the  law  was  undesirable, 
yet  the  conservative  feeling  which 
prevails  here  prevented  the  passage  of 
the  repealing  Bill  lest  its  immediate 
enactment  should  inconvenience  the 
commerce  of  the  country.  But  th« 
country  now  looks  for  it,  and  is  prepared 
for  it.  I  regretted  the  stand  taken  br 
the  Senate  on  that  occasion,  because  I 
foresaw  the  effect  of  continuing  a  law, 
the  principles  of  which  were  injurious  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  country,  and 
should  only  be  resorted  to  under  extra- 
ordinary circumstances  and  an  abnormal 
condition  of  trade.  We  now  find  the 
leaders  on  both  sides  of  this  House,  who 
were  last  year  opposed  to  the  Bill,  giving 
way  to  the  feeling  which  generally 
pervades  the  whole  community  in  favor 
of  repealing  the  existing  law.  1  believe 
that  the  Insolvent  Act  is  bad  in  princi- 
ple, and  you  cannot  by  legislation  make 
it  a  benefit  to  the  country  when  it  is  in 
itself  wrong.  I  have  always  contended 
that  this  law  aggravated  the  commercial 
distress,  and  had  a  very  demoralizing 
and  disastrous  effect.  In  Nova  Scotia 
some  men  began  to  think  nothing  of  not 
papng  their  debts ;  they  did  not  con- 
sider that  thei*e  was  any  moral  obligation 
to  do  so,  and  the  law  had  a  tendency  to 
create  such  a  feeling.  Of  course  there 
may   be  some    abnormal    state  of  the 
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'counfcry  that  might  render  a  law  of  this 
kind  necessary.  To  meet  emergencies 
of  that  kind  a  law  should  be  enacted,  but 
that  a  law  should  be  on  the  Statute 
books  to  enable  a  man  to  get  rid  of  his 
debts^  the  official  assignee  aiding  him 
therein,  in  the  way  that  this  law  does, 
is  sufficient  to  disorganise  the  whole 
trade  of  the  country,  and  fu^ly  justifies 
the  clamor  for  its  repeal.  I  have 
a  letter  from  a  gentleman  in  general 
trade  in  Lunenburg  in  which  he 
aays,  "I  hope  you  will  lend  a 
helping  hand  to  i*epeal  what  has  proved 
to  be  a  cursed  law  upon  honest  dealers, 
wh  icb  is  the  Bankruptcy  Law . "  I  be!  ie ve 
that  this  is  the  feeling  which  prevails 
throughout  Nova  Scotia,  the  oldest  Pro- 
vince in  the  Dominion,  and  one  where 
they  have  had  long  experience  in  trade. 
We  got  along  well  without  a  bankruptcy 
Act,  and,  though  we  had  occasional  fail- 
ures, if  the  bankrupt  was  proved  honest 
the  practice  was  to  release  him  from  his 
liabilities,  and  he  was  helped  on  his  feet 
again.  Of  course  there  were  some  few 
exceptional  cases,  where  debtors  experi- 
enced harsh  treatment ;  but  we  are  not 
legislating  for  the  few,  for  the  exceptions, 
but  for  the  many,  for  the  people,  for  the 
country  at  large.  The  Insol  vent  Act  has, 
as  I  have  already  said,  had  a  demoralizing 
effect  upon  the  whole  Province.  It 
caused  unlimited  credit  and  induced  men 
without  much  experience,  capital  or  ca- 
pacity ta  rush  into  business,  and  made 
many  of  them  careless  whether  they  paid 
their  debts  or  not.  The  result  has  been 
that  trade  in  Nova  Scotia  has,  to  a  large 
extent,  passed  out  of  the  hands  of  men  of 
experience,  many  of  whom  have  been 
ruined  through  the  reckless  traders,  and 
is  largely  controlled  by  men  who  are 
utterly  incompetent.  I  am  sure  that  the 
Senate  will  now,  after  mature  considera- 
tion, the  country  having  again  declared 
its  wishes,  endorse  the  action  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  do  not  know  any 
reason  why  the  law  should  not  be 
repealed.  Prosperity  is  returning 
to  the  country,  and  we  want  no 
sach  legislation.  If,  unfortunately, 
anything  should  occur  to  change  this 
aspect  of  affairs,  and  distress  should 
again  come  upon  us,  it  might  be  neces- 
sary to  pass  such  a  measure,  although  I 
do  not  believe,  even  then,  that  you  can 
frame  a  law  which  would  be  generally 
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beneficial  throughout  the  Dominion.  It 
has  been  found  unsatisfactory  in  Eng- 
land, and  the  United  States  has  aban- 
doned it.  The  moral  principle  is  that 
every  man  should  pay  hu?  debts,  and  any 
legislation  that  tends  to  relieve  from 
that  obligation  dtnnot  but  have  a  demor- 
alising effect.  All  the  country  looks  for 
and  wants  is  a  simple  and  speedy  mode 
of  collecting  and  equitably  distributing 
the  assets  of  insolvents.  All  legislation 
that  has  attempted  more  than  that, 
experience  has  proved  not  only  to  have 
been  a  failure  but  damaging  in  its  effect 
upon  honest  trade. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  did  not  intend 
to  take  any  part  in  this  discussion, 
because  I  consider  that  this  question 
has  already  been  debated  very  fully  in 
this  House  and  in  another  place,  and 
that  no  new  light  can  be  thrown  upon  it. 
I  would  not  now  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House  in  discussing  it  if  it  had 
not  been  for  some  of  the  arguments 
which  have  been  advanced  by  hon.  gen- 
tlemen who  have  addressed  the  Senate, 
and  especially  the  two  last  speakers. 
The  position  these  gentlemen  take  seems 
to  me  to  be  so  utterly  contrary  to  sound 
sense  and  sound  policy,  that  I  cannot  for 
a  moment  have  it  supposed  that,  in 
voting  for  the  repeal  of  the  present  ob- 
noxious law,  I  am  governed  by  the  argu- 
ments they  have  adduced,  lliese  gen- 
tlemen have  here  contended  that  an 
insolvency  law  is  unsound  In  principle 
and  demoralising  in  tendency.  I  beg  to 
state,  for  my  own  part,  although  I  intenil 
to  vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  existing  law, 
that  I  believe  the  very  opposite  to  what 
these  gentlemen  have  enunciated.  I 
think  that  an  insolvency  law  is  not  un- 
sound in  principle  and  not  demoralising 
in  tendency  where  it  is  fairly  and  faith- 
fully executed.  I  believe  that  such  a 
law  as  the  Insolvency  Act  is  sound  in 
principle  and  justice,  and  in  every  aspect 
of  commercial  and  national  economy, 
and  I  am  borne  out  in  that  belief  by  the 
judgment  and  usage  of  those  nations  of 
the  world  best  competent  to  form  an 
opinion  upon  it.  It  is  true  that  the 
great  nation  alongside  of  us  has  recently 
repealed  its  Insolvency  Act,  but  that 
took  place  only  two  years  ago,  and  the 
people  are  now  clamoring  for  its  re- 
enactment.  In  England,  a  country 
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which  cei-tainly  ought  to  be  a  model  and 
example  to  us,  and  not  only  to  us,  but  to 
all  the  world  in  legislation  relating  to 
commerce  or  commercial  morality,  a  bank- 
ruptcy law  has  existed*  almost  uninter- 
ruptedly for  a  period  in  regard  to  which 
I  will  not  attempt  to  speak  precisely, 
and  at  the  present  time  this  question  is 
undergoing  revision  there.  We  do  not 
see  in  England  among  the  high  legal, 
parliamentary  and  commercial  authori- 
ties the  law  denounced  as  demoralising  in 
principle,  but  the  very  (-ontrary.  I  do 
not  wish  to  sit  silently  in  my  place  and 
hear  those  arguments  uttered,  and  have 
it  supposed  that  they  in  any  way  influ- 
ence the  vote  I  am  going  to  give  on  the 
present  occasion.  I  will  vote  for  the 
repeal  of  the  existing  Bankrupt  Laws 
b^use  they  have  been  condemned  by 
the  country,  but  I  do  regret  the  fact  that 
the  Government  have  not  felt  it  their 
duty  to  submit  some  other  measure  to 
Parliament  on  this  great  question.  I 
think  it  is  really  a  very  serious  sub- 
ject, and,  looking  at  the  weight  of 
opinion  outside  the  House  and  at  the 
character  and  standing  of  those  who  are 
opposed  to  the  repeal  of  the  Bankruptcy 
ikw,  I  think  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  offer  a  better  law  to 
Parliament  before  assuming  the  respon- 
sibility of  wiping  the  present  enactments 
altogether  from  the  Statute  book.  I  am 
not  at  all  sorry  to  see  the  present  law 
repealed,  because  my  own  experience  is 
that  its  operation  has  been  unsatisfactory. 
I  believe  that,  to  a  laige  extent,  the 
odium  which  has  fallen  upon  this  law 
has  been  due,  more  than  to  anything 
else,  in  the  firat  place,  to  the  culpable 
neglect  of  the  creditors  themselves  in 
looking  after  their  own  interests,  when 
these  interests  were  taken  into  the  in- 
solvency court.  In  the  second  place, 
the  assignees  appointed  all  over  the 
country  were  largely  responsible  for  the 
failure  of  the  law,  because  I  believe  that 
proper  care  was  not,  in  many  cases,  exer- 
cised in  appointing  men  to  those  posi- 
tions. We  know  that  the  |K>siuon  of 
official  assignee  was  given  too  frequently 
to  men  broken  down  in  character,  and 
business  men  who  would  hardly  be 
trusted  with  any  other  duty.  This 
happened  in  too  many  instances, 
and  these  persons  had  a  great  deal 
to  do  with  bringing  the  Insolvency 
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Law  into  odium  and  execration  i» 
the  country.  But  these  evils,  and  all 
the  other  defects  of  the  law,  are  not- 
iri'emediable,  and  should  bav^e  been  grap- 
pled with  by  the  Aduiinistration.  It 
would  have  been  well  had  the  Govern- 
ment tried  the  temper  of  the  House  of 
Commons  on  this  question  this  session. 
I  do  not  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Militia,  that  the  feeling 
against  the  Insolvent  Laws  has  become^ 
more  widespread  in  the  other  branch  of 
the  Legislature  since  last  session.  I 
believe  that  the  contrary  is  the  case, 
although  the  minority  in  that  House  felt 
that  they  had  no  power  to  successfully 
resist  the  passage  of  this  Bill.  If  I  may 
take  the  organ  of  the  Government — at 
least  the  newspaper  which  is  very  gene- 
rally supposed  to  reflect  the  views  of  the 
party  in  power  in  this  country,  the 
Toronto  Mail — the  change  in  public 
opinion  is  the  other  way.  It  has  recently, 
since  this  question  has  come  before  Parlia- 
ment, given  utterance  to  a  ve»y  different- 
opinion.  The  Mail  has  asserted  edito- 
rially, that  the  desire  to  gp  the  extreme 
length  the  House  of  Commons  went 
last  session  is  not  as  strong  this  year  a& 
it  was  then,  and  that  there  is  a  marked 
change,  and  in  the  very  opposite  direction 
from  that  indicated  by  my  hop.  friend. 
But  the  minority  felt,  after  the  vote  of 
last  session,  and  after  the  change  of  atti- 
tude of  the  Government  this  session — 
because,  last  session,  we  know  that  the 
Cabinet  threw  their  influence,  though 
leaving  their  sup[)orters  fi^ee  in  a  party 
point  of  view,  against  the  repeal  of  the 
law,  and  this  year  that  influence  has 
been  either  passive  or  thrown  on  the 
other  side — there  would  require  to  be  a 
wonderful  change  in  the  direction  that 
I  have  mentioned  t^  warrant  them  in 
tiiking  any  stand  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  do  not  doubt,  as  my  hon- 
fiiend  has  said,  that  the  Government 
have  very  fully  considered  this 
question,  a.nd  that  they  deem  the  present 
time  an  inopportune  one  to  introduce 
any  insolvency  act.  I  think  there  is 
some  force  in  this  statement  of  the  leafier 
of  the  House,  because  when  a  measure  of 
tiiis  kind  is  to  be  put  on  the  Stj^tute 
book,  it  is  desirable  that  it  should  be  one 
that  would  meet  the  general  approbation 
of  the  country,  and  perhaps  so  much  pre- 
judice  hiis  been  created  against  the  pre- 
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Bent  law,  by  its  numerous  defects  and 
maladministration,  that  it  would  bo 
difficult  to  give  any  calm  or  judicial  con- 
flideration  to  any  measure  of  that  kind 
sabmitted  to  Parliament  at  the  present 
time.  I  do  not  agree  in  that  view  of  the 
case,  but  I  bow  with  great  deference  to 
the  superior  wisdom  of  those  who  con- 
trol the  destinies  of  the  country.  They 
may  probably  be  right,  but,  for  my  own 
part,  I  cannot  agree  with  them. 
I  wish  it  to  be  understood,  however, 
that  in  voting  for  the  repeal  of  the  In- 
tolvency  Acts,  which  I  now  intend  to 
do,  for  the  reasons  I  have  given,  I  am 
not  opposed  to  a  sound  insolvency  Jaw. 
I  believe  that  an  insolvent  act  is  not 
only  right  in  piinciple,  but,  if  properly 
administered,  would  be  of  great  service 
and  value  to  the  country,  and  I  cannot 
understand  the  ethics  of  my  hon.  friend 
behind  me  (Mr.  Trudel),  who  says  in 
one  breath  that  all  insolvent  laws  are 
immoral,  and  chat  the  tendency  of  the 
age  is  against  them,  and  in  the  next  tells 
US  that  he  does  not  want  the  Insolvency 
Law  in  Quebec,  because  the  existing 
legislation  in  that  Province  provides,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  an  insolvency  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDET.— I  did  not  say 
that  we  had  an  insolve&cy  law  in  Que- 
bec. I  said  that  our  law  provided  for 
the  liquidation  of  insolvent  estates,  which 
is  quite  diffei'ent. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— My  hon.  friend 
admits  that  they  have  something  very 
like  or  even  worse  than  this  immoral 
legislation  in  Quebec.  My  hon.  friend 
admits  that  in  Quebec  the  laws  will 
strip  an  honest  and  unfortunate  debtor 
of  every  thing  he  has,  aT^d  then  leave  him, 
bound  hand  and  foot,  for  the  rest  of  his 
life  at  the  mercy  of  heartless  creditors. 
Hiat  is  the  sort  of  insolvency  law  that 
I  call  immoral,  and  not  only  immoral  but 
inhuman.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  in  an  equi- 
vocal position  when  this  question  comes 
before  Parliament  again,  as  I  expect  it 
will  before  long.  You  will  have  all 
classes  interested  in  the  trade  of  this 
country  demanding  the  re-enactment  of 
AQ  insolvency  law,  and  I  believe  that 
such  a  measure  is  necessary  to  a  country 
like  ours,  and  that  at  no  distant  day  we 
will  be  called  upon  to  enact  another. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— It  will  be  remem- 
bered thit  last  session,  when  a  Bill  similar 
Eon,  Mr.  Miller. 


to  this  was  before  the  Senate,  I  took  « 
very  active  part  in  opposing  it.  I  feel 
less  hostile  to  it  now  because  I  wish  to^ 
pay  some  respect,  as  it  were,  to  the  other 
House,  more  €si)ecially  as  the  Govern- 
ment have  expressed  a  desire  that  the 
country  should  try  the  experiment  of 
doing  without  an  insolvent  act  for  a 
year  at  least.  However,  there  is  a  hard- 
ship in  doing  away  with  the  law 
altogether :  it  will  place  the  trading: 
community  in  a  very  awkward  position. 
There  will  always  be  a  great  man/  de- 
signing men  on  the  look-out  for  catch 
judgments,  as  it  were,  and  those  who 
get  the  first  judgment  will  take  the  whole 
estate. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— The  Ontario  Bill 
remedies  that  part  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— I  have  not  seen 
that  Act  ;  but  I  understand  that  it  only 
comes  in  where  you  give  notice  and  that 
it  contains  no  distributing  clause.  There 
should  be  such  a  clause  to  provide  for 
the  distribution  of  insolvent  estates- 
among  the  creditors.  It  need  not  neces- 
sarily give  a  man  a  complete  discharge, 
but  I  have  no  doubt  that  he  could  get  it 
from  his  creditors  if  he  acted  fairly  and 
honestly.  You  will  find  that  within  a 
year  preferential  judgments  will  give 
such  dissatisfaction  that  there  will  be 
petitions  for  another  Insolvent  Act.. 
While  I  do  not  wish  to  vote  against  this^ 
Bill  after  the  explanation  that  has  been> 
made  by  the  leader  of  the  Government 
in  this  House,  I  shall  do  myself  the  justice- 
not  to  vote  for  it,  believing,  as  I  do,  that 
there  should  be  some  provision  for  dis- 
tributing insolvent  estates  among  credi- 
tor. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNJE— I  feel  it. 
my  duty  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  this- 
occasion,  and  I  do  so  under  great  disad- 
vantage for  the  reason  that  I  am  neither 
a  trader,  a  lawyer  nor  a  merchant,  and 
any  knowledge  that  I  have  acquired  on 
this  question  is  the  result  of  study  and 
observation.  When  this  question  was- 
before  the  House  last  session  I  took  a 
great  deal  of  pains  to  inform  myself  on 
the  subject,  and  I  confess  that  I  was^ 
largely  guided  in  the  conclusions  that  I 
came  to  by  the  opinions  of  gentlemen, 
like  the  hon.  Senator  from  Toronto  (Mr. 
Smith)  who  has  just  addressed  the  House. 
Although    I    am    determined    to    vote 
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against  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  I 
shall  do  so  not  out  of  any  great  respect 
or  regard  that  I  have  for  the  existing 
Bankruptcy  Law,  but  from  a  conviction 
that  it  is  unsafe,  in  a  community  like 
Canada,  to  allow  the  ti*adkig  class  of  the 
community  to  be  without  the  pro- 
tection of  some  means  of  distribut- 
ing bankrupt  estates.  I  listened 
with  great  attention  and  respect  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  moved 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  and 
I  must  say,  to  my  mind,  the  reasons 
which  he  advanced  were  by  no  means  of 
that  conciusivj  character  which  would 
warrant  me,  and,  in  my  opinion,  the 
roembera  of  this  House,  in  adopting  his 
views.  He  stated  in  one  part  of  his 
speech  that,  after  an  experience  of  31 
years,  he  had  never  known  a  case  of  an 
honest  debtor  who  had  been  unable  to 
com  iromlse  with  his  creditors.  That  is 
sati  factory,  so  far  as  it  goes,  but  I  beg 
leavi;  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  to  this  House  that  those  laws  are 
not  required  so  much  for  the  restraint  of 
honest  as  for  dishonest  debtors.  That  is 
an  important  point  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman fails  to  perceive.  I  do  not  feel 
it  necessary  to  go  at  any  great  length 
into  this  question,  because,  as  I  have 
said,  I  am  neither  a  merchant  nor  a  pro- 
fessional man,  but  I  do  feel  it  necessary 
to  make  some  remarks  on  tbe  extraor- 
dinary position  which  the  Government 
occupy  in  this  regard.  I  point  to  the 
fact  that  they  placed  in  the  hands  of  His 
Excellency  the  Govemor-Greneral,  at  the 
opening  of  this  session,  a  speech  contain- 
ing a  paragraph  foreshadowing  legislation 
upon  the  question  of  the  Insolvency 
Laws.  They  placed,  also,  before  the 
Committee  appointed  to  draw  up  an 
Address  in  reply  to  that  speech,  another 
clause  echoing  that  promise.  Now,  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  members  who  repre- 
sent the  Government  in  the  Senate  to 
place  themselves  upon  a  clear  and  unmis- 
takable footing  in  this  House  and  before 
the  country.  Did  they,  or  did  they  not, 
in  placing  such  paragraphs  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  and  the  Address  in  re- 
ply to  it,  contemplate  the  abolition  of  the 
Insolvency  Laws  or  the  introduction  of  a 
measure  on  the  subject )  I  think  that 
their  position  demands  an  explicit 
answer  from  them  before  this  debate  is 
closed. 

lion,  Mr,  HayUiome, 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
will  give  the  hon.  gentleman  an  answer 
now,  if  he  desir«^  it.  We  did  not  con- 
template, in  putting  that  paragraph  in 
the  Speech,  introducing  a  measure  on  th« 
subject  during  the  present  session,  but  we 
did  contemplate  (as  it  is  now  likely)  that 
the  Insolvency  Law  would  be  rejiealed. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  con 
gratulate  ihe  hon.  gentleman  on  th« 
statement  which  he  has  made,  and  I 
think  it  is  exceedingly  becoming  a  strong 
Governnient  like  this  to  introduce  the 
subject  in  such  a  manner.  I  think  it 
would  have  been  more  becoming  on  the 
part  of  a  strong  Government,  after  hav- 
ing decided  to  repeal  the  Insolvency 
Laws,  to  have  said  so  at  once  definitely, 
and  not  led  hon.  members  to  believe  thai 
they  would  introduce  a  measure  to  sup- 
ply the  defects  of  the  existing  law.  For 
my  own  part,  T  have  expressed  myself 
very  strongly  against  the  present  law.  I 
believe  that,  amongst  the  minor  causes 
which  have  contributed  to  prolong  and 
intensify  the  depression  of  trade  which 
unhappily  still  exists,  this  Insolvent 
Act  is  one  of  the  most  active.  I  believe 
that  no  insolvency  law  can  give  the  satis- 
faction which  it  ought  unless  it  operates 
in  a  manner  very  different  from  that  in 
which  the  present  one  has  acted.  No 
debtor  should  be  absolved  from  his  liabil- 
ities until  he  has  been  before  a  judge  and 
the  causes  of  his  bankruptcy  have  been 
made  apparent  to  all  the  world.  It  has 
been  too  much  the  practice  of  these  who 
have  framed  insolvent  laws  to  lose 
sight  of  one  important  interest  which 
is  involved  in  such  legislation,  and  that 
is  the  interest  of  tbe  public.  I  conceive 
that  the  public,  after  the  debtor  and 
his  creditors,  have  a  lively  interest  in  the 
winding  up  of  bankrupt  estates,  and  for 
their  secuiiiy  the  affairs  of  every  bank- 
rupt oujht  to  be  closely  investigated 
and  made  public,  in  such  a  manner  that, 
in  future  transactions  with  him,  people 
may  govern  themselves  in  conformity 
with  the  circumstances  under  which  his 
failure  occurred,  and  which  were  made 
known  before  the  court.  I  regret  that  it 
should  have  been  thought  necessary  to 
repeal  the  existing  law  without  making 
some  provisions  for  the  winding  up  of 
insolvent  estates  at  the  same  time,  and 
shall,  therefore,  vote  against  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill. 
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Hon.  Mr.  RYAN — As  the  mover  of 
the  amendment  to  a  Bill  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Insolvency  Act  last  session,  I 
think  that  I  may  ue  allowed  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  this  subject.  I  moved  that 
amendment  with  a  full  belief  that  mea- 
iures  would  be  taken  in  the  time  that 
has  elapsed  between  last  session  and  the 
present  one,  to  prepare  a  Bill  which 
would  do  away  with  the  gi*ave  objections 
which  existed  to  the  present  Act,  and 
which,  at  the  same  time,  would  give  an 
easy  and  an  equitable  mode  of  distribut- 
ing the  estates  of  insolvent  debtors.  I 
think  that  is  what  the  country  wants, 
and  I  believe  the  Government  have  mis- 
taken the  feeling  of  the  country  in  sup- 
posing that  the  people  will  be  satisfied 
with  the  mere  re|)eal  of  this  law, 
objeotionable  though  I  believe  it  to  be. 
It  was  observed  to-day  on  the  opposite 
■id©  of  the  House  that  the  feeling  in  the 
eommercial  centres  was  favorable  to  the 
repeal  of  this  Act.  I  believe  it  is  to  a 
certain  extent,  but  not  to  the  extent  of  a 
positive  and  unqualified  approval  of 
repeal.  Petitions  have  been  presented 
here  from  the  leading  merchants  and 
bankers  of  Montreal  and  Toronto  pray- 
ing for  the  repeal  of  this  Act,  but  asking, 
and  asking  very  distinctly  and  impres- 
•ively,  for  an  Act  to  be  substituted  for 
the  present  law  which  would  have  the 
effect,  that  I  have  just  mentioned,  of  an 
equitable  distribution  of  insolvent  estates. 
The  feeling  of  the  country  is,  I  admit, 
Tery  strong  against  the  present  law. 
There  have  been  a  gi*eat  many  objection- 
able points  in  it,  but  one  of  the  chief 
objections  that  I  have  heiird  urged 
against  it  in  every  case  that  I  have  in- 
quired into  or  had  means  of  obtaining 
information  of,  is  that  of  the  assignees. 
The  administration  of  estates  by  the 
assignees  has  been  very  objectionable 
and  has  been  cried  out  against  in  every 
Erection.  I  do  not  mean  to  censure 
merely  the  present  Government  on  the 
score  of  these  assignees,  but  I  impugn 
all  the  Governments  that  we  have  had 
since  this  Act  has  been  in  operation  inas- 
much as  the  number  of  assignees  ap- 
pointed by  them  was  quite  unnecessarily 
large.  I  do  not  know  the  purpose  for 
-vhicii  the  Governments  were  so  anxious 
to  appoint  those  men,  but  the  very  ap- 
pointment of  so  many  tended  to  add  to 
tfae  nnmlier  of  insolvents,  for,  as  soon  as 
Hon.  Mr,  Ilaythome. 


an  assignee  receivefl  his  appointment,  he 
set  to  work  to  produce  insolvency  in 
order  to  get  a  little  business,  and  the 
sooner,   I   admit,   that   such  a   state  of 


things    is    remedied    the     better. 


But 


while  I  accuse  in  common  both  the 
Governments  which  have  ruled  this 
Dominion  for  this  fault,  I  am  very  sorry 
to  be  obliged  to  turn  to  the  present 
Administi-ation  and  say  that  I  think  they 
are  wanting,  as  regards  this  question  of 
insolvency,  in  their  duty  to  the  country. 
They  know  that  an  act  for  the  distribu- 
tion of  insolvent  estates  is  i>ositively 
wanted.  I  believe  that  even  in  the 
House  of  Commons  at  the  present 
moment  it  is  feU  that  the  repeal  of 
this  Act  will  very  soon  neces«>itate  some 
substitute  to  follow  it,  and  I  believe  that 
there  is  a  feeling  among^  many  members 
of  that  House  that,  if  a  reasonable  measure 
were  introduced  even  now  in  the  Senate, 
it  would  commend  itself  to  their  sober 
second  thought.  I  think  it  was  the  -duty 
of  a  protective  Government  like  ours  to 
protect  the  interests  of  the  mercantile 
and  trading  and  manufacturing  com- 
munities of  the  country,  by  giving  them 
a  bill  which  would  allow  a  fair  adjust- 
ment between  insolvent  debtors  and  their 
creditors.  A  great  deal  has  been  said 
about  the  local  acts  that  are  to  supple- 
ment the  law  which,  I  presume,  is  now 
about  to  expire.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  act  lately  passed  in  Ontario  may  be, 
or  how  it  may  provide  for  the  distribu- 
tion of  insolvent  estates,  but  this  I  do 
know  :  that  the  Quebec  law,  which  will 
take  eftoct  when  this  Act  is  repealed, 
was,  in  former  years,  found  exceedingly 
slow  in  its  operation.  Very  often  the 
sheriff  took  the  place  of  the  present 
assignee,  and  consumed  the  whole  of  the 
estate,  and  it  never  got  out  of  his  hands. 
There  is  another  point  to  which  my  hon. 
friend,  who  spoke  on  the  subject  of  the 
Quebec  Jaw,  forgot  to  refer — that  is,  the 
fact  that  the  re\ival  of  that  law  restores, 
if  I  am  not  mistaken,  what  we  thought 
was  written  off  the  statute  books  of  all 
coitntries  ;  the  possibility  of  imprison- 
ment for  debt. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  mistaken. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN— Well,  there  is 
another  very  similar  enactment  which  it 
will  revive,  to  the  effect  that  an  honest 
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•debtor,  under  the  Quebec  law,  may  be 
■kept  a  debtor  for  ever.  A  cruel  creditor 
ma/  deprive  him  of  an  acquittal  of  his 
•debts,  be  he  never  so  honest,  until  his 
death.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
•admit  I  am  right  in  that.  The  revival 
of  that  cruel  law  is,  in  my  opinion,  a 
great  mistake.  Duiing  this  debate  the 
example  of  other  countries  that  have 
abandoned  insolvent  laws  have  been  held 
up.  I  cannot  speak  of  Belgium,  but  I 
will  refer  to  a  country  which  ougUt  to 
Jiave  some  effect  upon  this  Hous^,  and 
particularly  upon  hon.  members  from  the 
Province  of  Quebec — that  is  France. 
There  is  no  country  in  the  world  where 
the  laws  are  so  stringent  with  i-egard  to 
failing  debtora,  and  I  believe  there  is  no 
-country  in  the  world  where  less  is  lost  in 
trade  than  in  France.  It  is  an  example 
'to  the  world  in  that  respect.  The  senti- 
jnent  of  mercantile  men  throughout  the 
Dominion  is  decidedly  in  favor,  if  you 
■will,  of  repealing  this  Insolvent  Act,  but 
of  accompanying  that  repeal  with  some 
reasonable  substitute.  As  to  the  United 
States,  I  know  that,  in  New  York  and 
Boston,  the  best  minds  there  have  become 
dissatisfied  with  the  lapse  of  the  Insolvent  i 
Law — it  was  not  i-epealed,  but  lapsed  for 
want  of  renewal — and  are  now  prepaiing 
a  measure  upon  the  subject,  with  a  view 
to  having  it  enacted  as  soon  as  possible. 
They  admit  that  a  mercantile  community 
such  as  theirs  cannot  exist  without  a 
proper  insolvency  law,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  whatever  that,  following  their 
-example,  we  shall  very  shortly  see  a  mea- 
.«uro  regulating  insolvency  introduced 
iiere.  I  wish  the  Government  would 
take  up  the  subject  this  session.  I  think 
it  will  be  found  that  the  feeling  of  the 
-country — ^I  do  not  mean  the  rural  cons- 
tituencies but  the  great  commercial  and 
manufacturing  centres — would  be  in  favor 
of  it.  Public  prejudice  is  strong,  I  admit, 
against  the  existing  law,  but  I  believe, 
at  the  same  time,  that  the  conviction  in 
4;he  public  mind  is  that  the  present  Act 
should  be  replaced  by  another.  However, 
with  so  large  a  majority  in  the  House  of 
Commons  in  favor  of  this  Bill,  I  have 
jio  doubt  whatever  that  the  existing  In- 
solvent Act  is  doomed.  Still,  I  feel 
^ound  to  vote  against  its  repeal  until 
another  measure  is  substituted  for  it. 

Hon.    Mr.    PENNY— I     think,   of 
.course,  that  there  is  no  use  in  those  of 
Hon.  Mr.  Ryan. 


us  who  are  opposed  to  the  Bill  doing 
more  than  recording  our  votes  against  it. 
I  believe  that  tho  opposition  to  the  exist- 
ing law  arises  from  that  old  mistake 
which  takes  a  thing  that  happens  after 
as  the  consequence  of  what  has  occurred 
before.  Bankruptcies  are  not  the  result 
of  the  law  ;  they  would  have  taken  place 
whether  there  was  any  bankrupt  act  or 
not.  The  only  difference  is  that  now  we 
have  a  law  which  furnishes  means  of 
disposing  of  those  bankruptcies.  I  think 
the  chances  are  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
difficulty  and  opposition  that  have  arisen 
to  the  law  are  due,  as  my  hon.  friends 
have  stated,  to  the  want  of  care  of  some 
merchants  who,  when  they  find  them- 
selves entangled  with  bankruptcies,  have 
been  disposed  to  despair  of  any  good  re- 
sult, and  have  let  things  go  as  they  please 
with  the.  assignee,  and  probably  the 
debtor  himself  in  a  great  many  cases. 
Although  I  believe  that  a  debtor  ha« 
some  rights  as  well  as  a  creditor,  yet  I 
have  always  looked  upon  insolvency  from 
the  creditor's  point  of  view,  and  I  believe 
that,  instead  of  a  bankrupt  law  being 
solely  favorable  to  a  debtor,  it  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  to  the  creditor  that 
one  should  exist.  There  is  no  other 
way  that  I  can  see  by  which  a 
creditor  can  stop  a  debtor  who  is 
running  his  estate  into  the  ground. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  the  cred- 
itor can  SUP,  but  it  takes  a  year  to  get  a 
judgment.  What  I  cannot  understand 
is  that,  in  matters  of  this  sort,  people 
should  forget  the  history  of  the  past. 
We  all  know  why  this  law  was  enacted  : 
it  was  because  there  was  a  universal  out- 
cry in  favor  of  it.  For  some  yeara  we 
had  no  bankrupt  act.  The  consequence 
was  that  every  merchant  cried  out  for 
one,  and  we  got  this  law.  Mr.  Abbott 
was  the  author  of  the  BUI  which,  at  that 
time,  everyone  desii*ed  to  have  passed.  I 
do  not  speak  of  details  ;  that  is  another 
matter ;  but  there  was  a  demand  from 
the  entire  commercial  community  for 
such  a  measure  at  that  time.  There  was 
no  exception  in  any  city.  Our  Board  of 
Trade  in  Montreal,  notwithstanding  all 
that  has  been  said  about  the  perfection 
of  our  law  in  Lower  Canada,  wjis  as 
anxious  as  other  boards  of  trade  that  we 
should  have  an  insolvent  law.  People 
say  that  these  acts  have  been  sources  of 
frnud,   and   especially   these   fmuds  are 
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■said  to  occur  ia  the  compromises.  Bub  I 
one  of  the  loudest  outcries  at  that  time 
was  against  the  difficulty  that  existed 
in  obtaining  a  compromise.  It  was  said 
what  a  shame  it  was  that  when  nine- 
teen out  of  twenty  creditors  were  willing 
to  compromise  and  take  whatever  a  man 
could  ofifer,  that  one  ma  a  could  pi^eveut 
it.  It  does,  in  fact,  seem  to  me  a 
very  outrageous  thing  that  one  man 
should  be  able  U^  rohist  the  dosire  of  all 
the  other  creditors;  and  that  was  one  of 
the  things,  as  most  of  my  mercantile 
friends  will  recollect,  that  occasioned  the 
greatest  outcry  that  prevailed  during  the 
time  that  we  had  no  bankruptcy  law. 
Now,  as  to  the  present  law,  and  as  to 
the  official  assignees,  some  hon.  gentle- 
men seem  to  forget  that  they  can  only 
hold  the  estate  for  a  short  time,  and  that 
creditors  can  appoint  anyone  they  please, 
official  assignee  or  otherwise,  as  their 
own  assignee.  I  do  not  want  to  intro- 
duce party  matters  here,  and  my  hon. 
friend  opposite  (Mr.  Ryan),  who  repre- 
sents a  patt  of  the  same  city  as  I  do,  did 
not  do  so.  He  blamed  all  Governments 
alike  for  appointing  so  many  assignees. 
In  Montreal  city,  however,  he  will  find 
that  the  late  Government  made  very  few, 
if  any,  additions  to  the  number  uf  as- 
tdgnees  that  existed  before  it  came  to 
their  office  to  appoint  them.  Previous 
to  the  passage  of  the  existing  Act 
they  had  been  appointed,  I  believe, 
by  the  boards  of  trade,  and  until  the 
pi*e8ent  Government  came  into  power 
tkoir  number  in  the  city  was  not  much 
increased — at  first  hardly  at  all.  When 
this  Administration  assumed  office,  how- 
ever,  they  thought  it  necessary  to  endow 
the  country  with  a  great  many  institu- 
tions, and  amongst  the  rest  a  double 
dose  of  official  assignees.  I  might  add 
that  the  gentlemen  who  were  appointed 
by  the  late  Government  were,  with  one 
or  two  exceptions,  the  assignees  who  had 
been  appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
of  the  city  of  Montreal.  The  principle 
that  they  acted  wpon  was  tha^^  those  who 
had  held  the  office  before  should  be  con- 
tinued in  their  positions.  They  SAid 
that  it  was  a  profession  and  not  an  office, 
iind  it  would  be  just  as  unfair  to  turn 
those  gentlemen  out,  as  it  would  be  if 
the  Government,  by  some  means,  had 
the  power  of  ap)>oiubing  barristei-s,  to 
tarn  out  all  the  existing  lawyers.  I  am 
Hon.  Mr,  Penny, 


not  going  to  vote  against  this  Bill  ex- 
cept for  the  mere  purpose  of  recording 
my  vote.  I  wish  to  add  one  thing,  that 
is,  about  the  honest  debtor  being  always 
able  to  get  a  settlement.  I  believe  that 
the  majority  of  creditors  are  always 
willing  to  gi-ant  a  settlement  to  an  honest 
debtor,  but  as  to  the  honest  debtor 
always  getting  a  settlement,  that  is  a 
conclusion  which  is  not  borne  out  by  the 
facts.  On  the  contrary,  there  has  almost 
always  been  one  greedy  creditor  deter- 
mined to  have  his  pound  of  flesh,  and 
the  man  who  has  made  the  hardest  bar- 
gain, the  keenest  usurer  of  the  creditors, 
is  the  one  who  gets  twenty  shilling  on  the 
pound  before  he  will  sign  the  discharge, 
while  all  the  others,  perhaps,  take  fifty 
cents  on  the  dollar.  That  is  a  question 
which  nobody  who  has  any  knowledge  of 
business  can  doubt  for  a  moment,  and 
that  ia  the  position  to  which  we  are  re- 
turning. 

Hon.  Jilr.  BELLEROSK— Aslspoke 
in  French,  I  fear  I  have  been  misunder- 
stood in  some  of  the  remarks 
that  I  made  on  this  subject  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  My  argu- 
ment was  this :  the  moral  prin- 
ciple that  should  prevail  in  business,  as 
everywhere  else,  is  that  every  man  must 
pay  what  he  owes.  But  if  you  legislate  so 
as  to  induce  a  man  not  to  pay  what  he  owes 
I  say  the  principle  on  which  you  legislate 
is  immoral.  I  know  that,  even  when 
speaking  on  moral  principles,  there  are 
exceptions.  A  man  may  be  so  situated 
that  he  cannot  pay  what  he  owes  :  ad 
%mpo89ibUia  nemo  tenetur  \  then  he  is  not 
morally  obliged  to  do  so.  But  there  is 
far  from  such  a  state  of  things  in  the 
position  we  are  now  in,  when  we  have  on 
our  Statute  book  a  law  which  is  admitted 
on  all  sides  to  be  such  that,  it  cannot  be 
denied  that  it  has  opened  the  door  to 
frauds  and  injuries  of  all  kinds ;  in  fact, 
a  law  which  offers  a  premium  for  dis- 
honesty, and,  therefore,  I  have  reason  to 
say  that  the  law  is  founded  on  an  immoral 
basis,  because  it  reverses  the  ])rinciple 
that  every  man  must  pay  what  he  o«v^e8. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— T  am  very  sorry 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  DeLanau- 
di^re  (Mr.  Belleiose)  should  have  got  the 
floor  before  me,  because  he  has  used 
almost  the  only  argument  I  had  intended 
to  advance  in  the  discussion  of  this  ques- 
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tion.     I  was  somewhat  surprised,  in  the 
oourse  of  the  debate,  to  find  the  hon. 
gentleman    from    Victoria    (Mr.    Ryan) 
making  a  speech  which  was  not  so  much 
an  argument  against  the  second  reaaing 
of  this  Bill  as  an  attack  on  the  Govern- 
ment for  not  bringing  in  a  measure  of  a 
different  character.     Although  I  do  not 
look  with   the  greatest  favor  upon   the 
general    policy   of    the   Government,   I 
think  that,  in  the  pi'esent  instance,  they 
hardly  deserve  the  blame  that  has  been 
laid  at  their  door  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Victoria.     In  the  United  States,  a 
commercial  question  of  this  kind  has,  as 
would  have  been  expected,  occupied  the 
leading  minds  of  the  country  for  a  great 
many  years.     The   same   has   been   the 
case  in  England,  and,  with  all  the  expe- 
rience of  these  two  great  commercial  coun- 
tries, they   have  so  far  failed  in  carrying 
through  the  legislature  a  satisfactory  insol- 
vent law.     Looking  at  that  fact,  T  do  not 
think  it  is  very  remarkable  that  the  Gov- 
ernment of  this  country— especially  after 
the  effort  of   last  session  had  failed — 
have  not  attempted  to  pass  an  insolvent 
law  this  session.     It  has  been  said  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria  that 
the  Insolvent  Law  of  France  is  a  very 
satisfactory  one ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
went  on  to  say  that  it   was  very  severe 
on   the  debtor.     £  am  disposed  to  think 
that,  while  such  a  law  may  satisfy  France 
very  well,  it  would  not  suit  this  country. 
With  reference    to  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House,  I  think  it  is  in  altogether  a 
different  position  from  that  in  which  it 
was  last  year.     Last  session,  the  Bill  to 
repeal  the  Insolvent  Act  was  passed  by 
the  Commons  by  a  considerable  majority, 
still  by  no  means  unanimously  ;   and  it 
might  be  said,  as  it  was  said,  that  the  thing 
was  done  hastily.  Now,  the  Commons  have 
had  ayear  to  think  over  it,  and  the  country, 
has    had   a   year  to  consider  it  too.     It 
was  well  understood  that  the  Insolvent 
Act  was    to  be  repealed  this  year,  and 
while  it  may  be  that  a  great  many  peti- 
tions    have    been     before     Parliament 
against  the  repeal  of  the  law,  as  far  as  I 
am  aware,   no  more   than  two  or  three 
petitions  have  been  received,  and  that  is 
the  sole    exhibition    of   public    feeling 
against     tftie     measure.     In     the     city 
from    which    I    come,   the    tommercial 
as  well  as  other  classes  are  decidedly  in 
favor  of  the  repeal  of  the  Insolvent  Law. 
lion.  Mr,  Power, 


I  think  we  must  feel  that  the  CommonSy 
in  passing  the  BiH  this   time,  gave  ex- 
])res8ion   to    what    the  hon.   gentleman 
from   Victoria  calls  **  their  sober    second 
thought,"  and  that  they  represented  the 
feeling  of  the  public  ;  and  I  do  not  think 
that   this     House,    under    the    circum- 
stances,  would   l)o  justified  in  rejecting 
the    measure.      The   Senate   may    have 
done  perfectly  right  last  session,  think- 
ing that  the  action  of  the  Commons  was 
rather  hasty,  in  letting  cho  matter  stand 
over   for  another   year;  but    I   do   not 
think  we  would  be  justified  in  opposing 
the  Bill  this  year.     The  Bill  introduced 
in  the  other  House  last  session  by   Mr. 
Colby  was  intended  as  a  substitute  for 
the   law  now   in  existence ;  but  it  wa» 
found,  that  wjiile  it  satisfied   some  per- 
sons, it  did  not  please  the  majority ;  and 
I  think  it  will  be  veiy  difficult  indeed  ta 
frame  any  bill  to  take   the  place  of  the 
present    Act,     and    which    will    please 
both  those  gentlemen  who  wish  to  see 
honest  debtors  get  their  discharges  and 
those  who  think  that  creditors  should  be 
paid  in  full  as  far  as  the  means  of  the 
debtors  will  allow.     I  cannot  agree  with 
hon.  gentlemen  who  denounce  the  views, 
of    the    Senator    from   De    Lanaudidre 
as  to  the  immorality  of  this  law.     I  am 
disposed  to  think,  with  my  hon.  friend^ 
that,  when  a  man  who  contracts  a  debt 
feels  that  he  is  bound  under  the  statute 
to  pay,  not  one  hundred   cents  on   the 
dollar,  but  only  as  small  a  percentage  of 
it  as  he  can  induce  his  creditors  to  ac- 
cept, it  must  be  regarded  as  an  immoral 
law,  which  should  not  be  retained  on  the 
Statute  book.     With  reference  to  honest 
debtoi*s,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  fron^ 
Lunenburg  has  stated  the  facts  as  regards 
Nova   Scotia.     Before  the  Act  of   1860 
was  passed  we  had  no  insolvency  law  in 
that    Province ;     and    instances    where 
debtors  who  were  anxious  to  treat  their 
creditors  honestly  were  not  fairly  dealt 
with  by  their  creditors  were  very  rare 
indeed.     No  law  can  be  framed  which 
may  not  occasionally  work  hardship  upon 
individuals ;  and  I  think  that  the  old 
law,  which  we  had  before  the  Insolvent 
Act,  worked  as  little  hardship  as  could 
i*easonab]j    be  expected   from  any  law. 
The  leader  of  the  Oppo.<»ition,  by  way  of 
apologising  for  the  evils  of  the  present 
law,  said  that  if  it  did  not  work  well  it 
was  the  fault  of  the  creditors  themselvea. 
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I  do  not  think  that  that  is  any  defence  of 
the  law  at  all;  we  should  make  laws, 
not  for  men  as  they  ought  to  be,  but  for 
men  as  they  are ;  and  men  situated  as 
persons  in  Canada  are  appear  nearly 
always  to  act  just  in  the  same  way  ;  and 
creditors  are  always  more  negligent  than 
perfect  men  ought  to  be,  and  the  same 
results  always  follow.  One  feature  of 
the  law  that  deserves  attention  is  that 
not  only  does  the  Insolvent  Act  encour- 
•ge  men  to  go  into  business  who  are  not 
in  a  position  and  are  not  qualified  to 
do  80,  but  it  tends  to  break  down  honest 
business  men  who  would,  under  any 
circumstances,  have  remained  solvent. 
I  presume  the  greater  number  of  honest 
insolvencies  have  been  caused  by  dis- 
honest neighbors — not  only  from  the 
direct  losses  through  dishonest  debtors, 
but  through  the  fact  that  bankrupt 
stocks,  pui-chased  at  a  low  figiire,  are 
brought  into  competition  with  stocks 
that  have  been  bought  and  paid  for  at 
full  value.  The  consequence  is,  the  more 
insolvencies  you  have  in  any  town  or 
dty,  the  more  difficult  it  is  for  honest 
business  men  to  keep  honest  and  solvent. 
This  country  got  along  fairly  well  pre- 
vious to  1869 — beforo  we  had  the  bles- 
sing of  an  insolvent  act — and  we  may 
hope  that  the  country  may  prosper,  for  a 
year  at  any  rate,  without  it ;  while  I  do 
not  think  that  the  commercial  condition 
of  Canada  can  be  worse  than  it  has  been 
daring  the  years  that  have  just  passed. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— If  the  motion 
for  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  is  to 
be  pressed  to  a  division,  I  should  like  to 
say  a  word  or  two  as  to  the  reasons 
which  will  compel  me  to  vote  against  it. 
Of  course,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
whei-e  there  is  such  a  diversity  of  opin- 
ion existing  among  leading  professional 
and  mercantile  men,  it  is  rather  difficult 
for  a  layman  to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory 
conclusion  as  to  the  wisest  course  to 
take  in  refei'ence  to  such  a  measure  as 
^bat  now  before  the  House.  I  have  en- 
deavored, however,  as  far  as  I  possibly 
could,  to  ascertain  the  feeling  of  the 
buaincss  men  in  my  own  part  of  the 
country  in  reference  to  an  absolute 
repeal  of  the  present  Insolvent  Law, 
without  some  fresh  legislation  to  replace 
it,  and  while  I  should  be  quite  ready  to 
■how  every  deference  to  the  expression 
of  the  views  of  the  very  largo  majority 
Hon,  Mr,  Power. 


in  the  House  of  Commons  who  voted  for" 
the  unconditional  repeal  of  the  law,  I 
think  that  some  deference  is  due  also  to 
the  expression  of  opinion  and  the  peti- 
tions which  have  been  presented  from 
leading  mercantile  men  and  bankers  and 
others  largely  interested  in  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  country  and,  as  far  as 
I  can  ascertain  that  opinion,  it  is  cer- 
tainly against  the  absolute  and  uncon- 
ditional repeal  Of  the  Insolvent  Act,  with- 
out some  substitute  for  it.  I  am  quite  free 
to  admit  that  there  has  been  a  very 
strong  and  a  very  general  feeling- 
throughout  the  country — and  for  a  long 
time  past — against  many  of  the  provisions 
of  the  existing  law,  but  I  think  there 
was  a  very  general  impression  alsa  —in 
Ontario  at  all  events — that  a  measure  of 
some  kind  would  have  been  introduced 
by  the  Government  during  the  present 
session  with  reference  to  this  important 
matter.  I  believe  that  this  will  account, 
to  a  very  great  extent,  for  comparatively 
few  petitions  having  been  sent  in  from 
different  parts  of  the  country  against  the 
uncondition^  repeal  of  the  law.  If  it 
had  not  been  for  that  impression,  I  think 
we  should  have  had  many  more  petitions 
presented  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
because,  while  business  men  weuld  very 
willingly  see  the  present  faulty,  and,  in 
many  respects  very  objectionable  act, 
repealed,  they  are  hardly  willing  that 
the  country  should  be  left  without  any 
insolvency  law  at  alL  If  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  passes,  I  am  prett}' 
sure  that  the  experience  we  should  have 
during  the  coming  year  of  the  serious  . 
inconvenienees  arising  from  the  want  of 
a  bankrupt  law  of  some  kind  will  be 
such  that,  I  have  no  doubt  whatever, 
some  measure  will  be  introduced  next 
session  as  a  substitute  for  the  law  which 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  proposes 
to  abolish.  Be  this  as  it  may,  however, 
in  deference  to  the  opinions  which 
have  been  expressed  by  many  lead- 
ing meirXjantile  men  in  my  own 
part  of  the  country,  who  are 
more  competent  to  form  a  judgment 
on  this  subject  than  I  am,  I  do  not  ihinlo 
I  should  be  right  in  following  a  different 
course  from  that  which  I  took  last 
session  in  voting  against  the  uncondi- 
tional repeal  of  the  present  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 
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Motion  a^eed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  G  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Thursday,  March  11th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
-o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

INSOLVENCY  LAWS  REPEAL  BILL. 
THIRD   READING. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
read  for  resuming  the  adjourned 
debate  on  the  Hon.  Mr.  Dickey's  motion 
that  the  Insolvency  Laws  Repeal  Bill  be 
now  read  the  second  time, 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  said  ^.  The  Bill  before 
tlie  House  is  one  that  I  could  not  silently 
allow  to  pass  without  making  some 
remarks  upon  it,  and  taking  some  steps 
to  stay  its  further  progress.  With  regftrd 
to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey),  in  intro- 
ducing the  Bill,  I  think  the  first  objection 
he  had  to  the  Existing  law  was  this :  that 
it  fostered,  encouraged  and  promoted 
commercial  immorality.  I  thought  it 
was  an  extraordinary  statement  to  make 
in  this  Chamber  in  the  face  of  the  peti- 
tions we  have  had  from  all  the  leading 
commercial  centres  of  the  Dominion 
urging  the  continuance  of  this  very  law. 
I  find  that  we  have  a  petition  on  our 
ijable  at  the  present  moment  from  the 
city  of  Montreal,  signed  by  the  Bank  of 
Montreal,  the  Merchants'  Bank  of  Can- 
ada, Molson's  Bank,  the  Bank  du 
Peuple,  and  the  Exchange  Bank  of 
Canada,  besides  a  number  of  other  bank 
managers,  and  nearly  all  the  leading 
wholesale  houses  in  that  city,  which  is 
the  great  commercial  centre  of  the 
Dominion.  Yet,  in  spite  of  that  peti- 
tion, and  in  spite  of  the  evidence  we 
have  with  regani  to  the  wishes  of  these 
institutions  and  the  leading  commercial 
houses  of  that  city,  for  the  continuance  of 
the  Bill,  the  hon.  Senator  from  Amherst 
rises  in  his  place  and  declares  that  what 
they  want  is  nothing  more  or  less  than 
to  promote  and  encourage  commercial 
immorality.  Indeed,  the  hon.  Senator 
from  De  Lanaudi^re  (Mr.  Bellerose) 
Hon,  Mr,  Uope, 


stated  that  the  Act  was  an  immoral  one, 
and  was  based  on  an  immoral  principle ; 
that,  too,  in  the  face  of  the  statements 
of  these  leading  banking  and  commercial 
authorities.  The  idea  that  these  leading 
bankers  and  merchants,  who  count  their 
liabilities  and  assets  by  millions,  would 
be  guilty  of  encouraging  anything  that 
would  promote  commercial  immorality  is 
absurd.  I  believe  that  amongst  those 
who  petition  for  the  continuance  of  the 
present  Insolvent  Law,  is  one  of  th« 
oldest  French  banks  in  Lower  Canada— 
the  Banque  du  Peuple — a  bank  that  was 
in  existence,  to  ny  own  knowledge,  as 
long  back  as  1837,  and  has  since  done  a 
successful  business  during  all  these 
years,  yet  the  hon.  gentleman*  stands  up 
and  says  such  an  institution  wants  an 
act  that  promotes  commercial  immor- 
ality. How  he  can  possibly  contrive  to 
prove  such  an  assertion  is  more  than  I 
can  understand.  Then  with  regard  to 
other  commercial  centres  of  the  Domin- 
ion, lot  us  first  look  at  the  city  of 
Toronto.  I  find  that  all  the  leadmg 
wholesale  merchants  and  bankers  of  that 
city  have  petitioned  for  the  continuance 
of  the  present  law,  and  certainly  they  do 
not  consider  it  furthering,  promoting 
and  encouraging  commercial  immorality. 
Then  the  city  of  Hamilton  has  repeat- 
edly expressed,  through  the  boards  of 
trade,  that  the  continuance  of  the  pre- 
sent Act  was  highly  desirable  as  being 
fair  and  just  as  between  creditor  and 
debtor.  The  city  of  London,  another 
leading  commercial  centre  of  business, 
has  also  presented  a  petition  in  favor  of 
the  continuance  of  the  Insolvency  Act, 
and  the  merchants  and  bankers  of  that 
city  did  not  regard  the  Insolvent  Law  as 
being  immoral  or  containing  an  immoral 
principle.  Another  objection  which  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Amherst  made  to  this 
law  was  the  enormous  expense  it  entailed 
in  liquidating  the  estate  of  an  insolvent. 
For  my  part,  1  do  not  know  any  process 
more  economical  than  the  liquidation  of 
an  estate  under  the  insolvency  law,  if 
the  creditors  themselves  will  only 
look  after  their  own  business,  and 
see  that  the  law  is  properly 
carried  out.  It  is  true  thkt  the 
Qovemment  have  appointed  assignees 
all  over  the  country,  but  it  does 
not  follow  that  creditors  are  bound  to 
employ   such   official    assignees.      They 
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•can,  if  they  desire  it,  employ  tJieir  own  I 
assii^nee  ;  and  to  say  that  the   assignee 
'Wastes  the  estate  is  just  as  absurd  as  to 
say  that  the  creditors  themselves  do  not 
know  how  to   manage  their  own   busi- 
ness, and  that  a  few  gentlemen  in  Par- 
liament are  more  capable   of  instructing 
them  and  telling  them  what  they  should 
and  should  not  do,   than  they  are  them- 
selves.    Supposing  that  the  law   were 
repealed    at  the  present  moment,    and 
instead  of  an  estate  going  into  the  hands 
of  an  assignee,  it  went  into  the  hands  of 
a  sheriff,  I  think  it  would  be  found  that 
after  the  sheriff  and  half  a  dozen  law- 
yers   and    bailiffs    had    shared    in  the 
proceeds    of    the    estate,     it  would  be 
found     that    that  system    of    liquidat- 
ing     an      estate      was      more      costly 
than   through   the   Insolvent  Act.      A 
good   deal    has    been   said    about    this 
Insolvency  Law   and  its  origin.     Some 
{gentlemen  l.ave  remarked  that  it  had  its 
origin  in   the  year  '1869,   but   it  dates 
fiu"ther    back    than      that,    and    i-eally 
originated  from  the  commercial  crisis  of 
1857,  when  a  strong  conviction  prevailed 
and  spread  over  the  length    and  bieadth 
of  the  land   that  an  insolvency  act  was 
wanted  for  the  purpose  of  freeing  honest 
bat  unfortunate  insolvent  debtors  from 
their  liabilities.     That  feeling  was  foster- 
ed and  encouraged,  not  in  the  mercantile 
centres,    but    in  the  rural   districts  in 
Upper  Canada,  and,  wherever  a  candi- 
date  presented  himself  for  "election  to 
Parliament,  tftie  first  question  put  to  him 
by  the  electors  was :  **  Are  you  in  favor  of 
an  insolvency  law  so  as  to  free  honest 
bat  unfortunate  insolvent  debtoi-sl'*  and 
the  candidates  had  to  pledge  themselves  to 
vote  for  it  before  they  could  be  elected. 
I  recollect   distinctly   a  charge  brought 
against  a  candidate  in  the  county  which 
I  resided    in,    because    he   had    voted 
•against  an  insolvency  law — a  law  which 
was  actually  similar  to  that  adopted  in 
the  United   States  in  1864,  and  totally 
vnsaited  to  the    circumstances    of  this 
country.    The  Act  of  1867  was,  perha]>s, 
more  in  favor  of  the  debtor  class  than  the 
creditor  one,  and  ic  embraced  all  debtors 
in  Upj)er   Canada,  bat  was   confined  to 
traders  only,  in    Lower   Canada.     That 
Act  remained  on  the  Statute  book  for  two 
years  after  Confederation.      It  was  more 
favorable  to  the  debtor  than  any  of  the 
acts      subsequently     ptissed.       It     con- 
Ijoa,  Mr,  Hope, 


tinned  to  be  the  law  until  the 
passage  of  the  Act  of  1869,  which 
was  confined  to  traders  only.  One  rea- 
son why  parties  pressed  for  the  establish- 
ment of  an  insolvency  act  in  Upper 
Canada  was  this  :  it  was  contended  that 
the  country  was  losing  many  of  its  hard- 
working and  industrious  citizens,  result- 
ing from  the  crisis  of  1857,  when  the 
whole  country  was  nearly  bankrupt,  and 
men  who  had  been  unfortunate  were 
carrying  their  skill,  their  labor  and  their 
industry  to  a  foreign  country,  and  it 
was  contended  throughout  the  constitu- 
encies, and  on  the  hustings,  that,  in  the 
interest  of  the  body-politic,  a  law  should 
be  enacted  to  relieve  those  men  whose 
estates  were  unable  to  pay  their  debts, 
and  give  them  their  discharges  where  no 
fraud  nor  improper  conduct  was  found 
to  exist ;  that  it  was  not  in  the  interest 
of  the  body-politic  that  anyone  should 
be  kept  in  a  st^ite  of  partial  slavery,  for 
it  operated  in  thin  way :  if  a  man 
did  not  get  his  discharge,  he 
was  permitted  to  labor  for  the 
support  of  his  family,  but  he 
could  make  no  provision  for  the  family 
after  his  death  ;  he  was  told  that  what- 
ever he  earned  belonged  to  his  creditors. 
This  was  considered  inconsistent  with  an 
enlightened  public  polity,  but  the  mer- 
cantile comuiunity  was  not  at  that  time 
particularly  anxious  for  an  insolvent  law, 
and  looked  on  it  with  a  good  deal  of  sus- 
picion. In  1864  it  was  finally  carried, 
but  more  by  the  assistance  of  the  agri- 
cultural than  of  the  mercantile  classes. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  wrong  in  reference  to  that.  I 
was  a  candidate  in  1854  and  in  1857,  and 
canvassed,  not  only  in  my  own  constitu- 
ency, but  in  several  of  the  adjoining  con- 
stituencies, and  the  question  was  never 
raised  in  any  of  them  at  all  during  those 
years. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— Not  in  1854,  as  in 
that  year  the  country  was  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  great  pro6|)erity.  The  Insol- 
vency Act  was  the  outcome  of  the  crisis  of 
1857. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— If  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  not  satisfied  with  1854,  I 
may  state  that  I  was  also  a  candidate  in 
1861,  and  during  that  year  the  Insol- 
vency Law  was  never  an  iss«e  before  the 
ele<^toi*8. 
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Hon.  Mr.  HOPE — I  was  present  on 
the  hustings  and  at  public  meetings 
between  1861  and  18G3  myself,  and  I 
state  positively  the  candidates  were 
questioned  on  this  subject,  and  1  say 
that  it  was  a  distinct  issue  betore  th<) 
people  on  these  occasions.  Before  that 
period  the  agricultural  constituencies  ex- 
pressed no  opinion,  that  T  ever  heard,  on 
the  subject.  In  18G9  the  Bill  was 
amended  to  a  certain  extent,  con- 
fining it  to  traders  only,  making  it 
more  onerous  on  the  debtor  and  more  in 
the  interest  of  the  creditor.  Then  came 
the  legislation  of  1875,  making  it  still 
more  stringent  with  regard  to  the  debtor, 
and  more  in  fav«r  of  the  creditor.  I 
remember  that,  in  the  years  1861  and 
1862,  in  the  county  of  Middlesex — T 
know  nothing  about  the  county  of  Peel 
— insolvency  was  one  of  the  standing 
questions  of  the  day,  and  resulted  in  the 
submission  to  Parliament,  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  day,  of  a  bankruptcy  law. 
Bat  it  was  a  cumbrous  and  expensive  sys- 
tem, wholly  unsuited  to  the  wants  of  the 
country,  and  it  was  voted  down,And 
subsequently  the  law  of  1864  was  passed. 
As  I  said  before,  I  was  not  aware  of  the 
repeal  of  the  Insolvency  Laws  ever  hav- 
ing been  brought  before  any  agricultural 
constituency.  I  never  heard  it  mention- 
ed in  any  constituency  that  I  was  con- 
nected with,  and  I  have  not  seen  in  the 
press  any  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
agricultural  constituencies  to  have  the 
law  abolished.  But,  in  the  cities,  sug- 
gestions for  such  amendment  and  im- 
provement of  the  Jaw  as  would  be  more 
just  to  the  country  generally  were 
always  being  made.  As  to  the  remark 
that  the  House  of  Commons,  fresh  from  the 
people,  had  passed  the  Bill  unanimously 
or  without  a  division,  all  I  can  say 
is  that,  had  this  question  been  one  of  the 
issues  before  the  people  at  the  election  in 
1878,  and  had  they  distinctly  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  this  law  should  be 
nnc  onditionally  repealed,  then  all  I  have 
to  say  is  that,  although  it  would  not 
have  altered  my  opinion  in  the  matter, 
it  would  have  altered  my  course  of  action 
to  this  extent :  that  I  would  not,  as  I 
shall  do  now,  vote  against  their  wishes. 
But  there  was  nolhing  said  about  repeal- 
ing the  Act  in  any  of  the  agricultural 
constituencies  during  the  general  election. 
Meeting  a  gentleman  who  represents  an 
Hon.  Mr,  Aikins. 


agricuhural  constituency  in  the  western: 
part  of  the  Province  in  which  I  resided 
for  some  years,  I  asked  him  what  objec- 
tion  the  farmera  had  to  the  present  In- 
solvency Law.     "  The  farmers  !"  he  said, 
**  T  never  heard  a  word  about  the  Insol- 
vency  Law  mentioned  by  the  farmers." 
I  said  that  was  very  extraordinary,  as  I 
thought  I  had  seen  him  voting  for  its  re- 
peal    "  Yes,  that  is  so,"  he  said,  "  but 
I  hope  the  Senate  will  throw  it  out."     I 
said  it   would   have  been  more  satisfac- 
tory if  that  had  been  done  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  instead  of  looking  to  the  Senate 
to  do  so.     That  is  a  sample  of  the  way  the 
matter  has  been  I'egarded  by  the  i*ural 
constituencies  in  Ontario.     How   these 
gentlemen  have  voted  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Bill  is  more  than  I  can  understand,  as 
their  constituents  have  not  asked  them 
to  do  80.     It  does  not  concern  them,  or  it 
concerns  them  very  remotely.     The  mer- 
cantile constituencies,  the  great  centres 
of  trade  and  commerce  in  this  Dominion, 
except,    perhaps,   the  constituency  from 
which  my  hon.    friend  on  my  left  (Mr. 
Power)  comes,  which  seems  to  be  a  pecu- 
liar part  of  the  world,  are  all  in  favor 
of  the   continuance  of    the   Insolvency 
Act,  as  a  law  which  provides  for  an  equi-^ 
table   distribution   of  the   effects  of  an 
insolvent,   and    then,    if    he    has  acted 
without   fraud   or   extravagance   in   his 
personal  expenditure,  that  be  should  be 
granted  a  discharge.     It  gives  the  means 
of  facilitating  settlements   between  cre- 
ditors and  debtors,  and  the  liquidation  of 
insolvent  estates.    There  is  nothing  more 
dreadful  to  mercantile  men   than   to  see 
an  estate   insolvent  and  have  no  means 
in  their  power  to  prevent  its  destruction 
by    writs   of    execution  and   fraudulent 
preferences.     With  regard  to  the  frauds 
that  are  committed  under  the  Insolvency 
Law,  I  can  say  that  I  never  knew  any 
act   that  was  more  sharp   or  searching 
with  regard  to   the   rights   of  creditors 
than  the  present  Act,  and  if  any  man  tries^ 
to  commit  a  fraud  against  his  creditor^, 
and  a  sharp  lawyer  is  put  upon  his  track,. 
he  is  speedily  brought  to  account  for  his 
fraudulent  actions.     Had  the  Insolvency 
Ac^  been  made  an  issue  at  the  polls  at 
the  last  elections,  and  the  electorate  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  to  repeal  it,  I,  for 
my  part,  would  have  offered   no   opposi- 
tion to  its  repeal,  though  I  would   not 
have  changed  my  mind  in  regaixl  to  th^ 
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necessity   for  such   a   measure.      What 
surprises  me  is  that,  in  spite   of  the  re- 
monstrances  of  tlie   leading  commercial 
-iJentres     of    business,  the     Government 
has    not   introduced    some    measure    to 
take  the  place  of  the   Insolvency   Act. 
The  hon.  the  leader  of  the  (jk)vemment 
referred  to  the  law  passed   by  the  Legis- 
lature of  Ontario,  but  that  Act  does  not 
answer  the  purpose  at  all.     It  is  merely 
with  regard  to  priority  of  executions  and 
claims  fyled  with  the  sheriff,  but  there  is 
no  machinery  provided  by  that  Bill  to  be 
compared  to  the  machinery  under  our 
Insolvency  Act  for  the  equitable  distri- 
bution of  the  estate  among  the  creditors. 
The  United  States  allowed  their  law  to 
expire  in    the  year    1868,   and    all    I 
wonder  at  is  how  such  a  shrewd  and  in- 
telligent  people  as  the   people  of    the 
United  States  ever  enacted  such  a  law, 
which    was   just   such    an    act   as   the 
people  of  Canada  rejected  in  1863.     It 
was   a  law  that  burdened  the  debtor's 
estate  with  expenses,  and  the  proceeds 
were  all  eaten  up  by  the  costs  of  officials, 
fees  of  court  and  other  expenses.     The 
hon.   gentleman   next  me  says  it  is  the 
way  here,  but  I  say  the  system  here  is 
entirely  different.      The  creditors  under 
our  law  have  full   control  of  their  own 
affairs,  and  can  take  an  estate  out  of  the 
hands  of  an  official  assignee  and  wind  up 
the  estate  or  accept  a  compromise,  or  do 
what  they  may   deem  best  in  theii  own 
interest ;   but  if  a  majority  in  numbers 
and  three-fourths  in  value  of  the  credi- 
tors wish   to  accept    a  composition,   I 
cannot     see     why     there     should     be 
any      objection        to        their       doing 
so.     After     a     few     yeara'     experi^ice 
in       the       United       States       without 
a  bankruptcy  law.  Congress  is  about   to 
introduce  a    new   one.     The  boards  of 
trade  in    New   York    and    Boston  are 
busily  engaged  in  drafting  an  insolvency 
act,  and  one  of  the  leading   commercial 
papers  of  the  city  of  New  York  remarks 
that  the  people  ai*e  sick  and   tired  of  the 
grab  system  which    had    resulted   from 
the  repeal  of  the  National   Bankiniptcy 
Law  and  the  establishment  of  I'Kjal  State 
laws,     I  think  that  should  be  a  warning 
to  tKe  people  of  Canada  not  to  depend  on 
local    legislation   in   this    matter.     The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst  stated  that 
it  was  a  system  that  fostered  over-credit, 
and    it    was    neoessary     to    limit    the 
Eon,  Mr,  Hppe. 


ci*edit  system.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  a  good 
authority  on  legal  matters^  but, 
cei^inly,  on  commercial  matters,  I 
would  look  in  another  direction  for  a 
sound  opinion.  I  would  look,  for  in- 
stance, to  the  great  wholesale  houses  of 
Canada,  and  the  banking  institutions  of 
the  Dominion  ;  but  it  would  not  occur 
to  me  to  take  ^e  opinion  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  on  a  matter  of  that  kind. 
The  Insolvency  Law  of  1867  permitted 
voluntary  assignments.  That  was  re- 
pealed by  the  Act  of  1875,  as  it  was 
considered  undesirable  to  increase  the 
facilities  for  taking  the  benefit  of  the 
Insolvent  Law.  The  repealing  of  that 
provision  was  a  great  mistake,  because, 
whenever  a  man  is  unable  to  meet  his 
debts,  the  sooner  he  makes  an 
assignment  of  his  estate  the  better 
for  the  interest  of  his  creditors. 
With  regard  to  the  principles  of  the 
Insolvency  Law,  we  all  know  that  it 
is  composed  of  two  leading  principles. 
First,  the  equitable  distribution  of  the 
estate  of  a  debtor  among  his  creditors ; 
and  next,  the  discharge  of  the  debtor, 
provided  that  there  has  been  neither 
fraud,  dishonesty  nor  reckless  extrava- 
gance in  the  management  of  his  affairs. 
A  good  deal  has  been  said  about  the 
effect  of  this  Insolvency  Law,  and  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  sjieaks  about  its 
ogjBration,  one  would  think  that,  if  it 
were  repealed,  the  age  of  bad  debts 
would  cease.  We  all  know  that 
if  the  large  mercantile  and  bank- 
ing institutions  of  the  Dominion 
were  of  the  opinion  it  would  pre- 
vent bad  debts,  surely  they  would  be 
the  very  first  to  adopt  it.  but  they  think 
just  the  eontrary.  They  think  that  as 
long  as  credit  exists  we  may  expect  to 
see  bad  debts,  and  a  man  has  to  look 
more  to  his  sagacity  and  shrewdness  to 
avoid  them  than  to  acts  of  Parliament. 
A  man  who  relies  on  acts  of  Parlia- 
ment to  prevent  him  from  making  bad 
debts  leans  on  a  braken  reed.  An  act  of 
Parliament,  however,  may  enable  him  to 
make  an  equitable  liquidation  of  an  in- 
solvent's estate.  1  can  only  say  1  deeply 
regret  to  see  this  Bill  before  the  House. 
1  think  it  will  be  most  injurious 
to  the  commercial  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, and  attended  with  most  disastroas 
consequences,  more  especially  as  no  pro- 
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vision  whatever  has  been  made  to  replace 
it.  Looking  at  it  in  that  light,  I  beg  to 
move,  seconded  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Lewin, 
that  the  Hill  be  not  now  read  ^e  second 
time,  but  that  it  be  read  the  second  time 
this  day  six  months. 

Hon.  Mr.  LEWIN — Tn  seconding  this 
amendment,  I  wish  to  make  a  few 
remarks  upon  the  subject.  I  should 
very  much  regret  to  see  this  Bill  carried. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  defend  the  whole 
of  the  present  law,  but  I  do  consider 
that,  taking  it  as  a  whole,  it  provides  a 
fair  and  equitable  means  of  dis^iibuting 
the  estates  of  insolvents.  Furthermore, 
it  places  the  insolvent's  estate  entirely  in 
the  hands  of  his  creditors,  and  if  they 
will  look  after  their  own  interests  they 
can  wind  it  up  as  well  under  the  existing 
Act  as  they  could  under  any  legislation 
which  we  may  adopt.  Another  good  fea- 
ture of  this  Act  is  that  it  provides  against 
fraudulent  practices  on  the  part  of  insol- 
vents. Large  power  is  given  to  the  County 
Court  judges  to  prevent  such  practices, 
and  parties  found  guilty  of  them  cannot 
get  their  discharge.  Many  persons  are 
of  opinion  that  a  short  and  simple  law 
would  do.  I  think  when  that  is  tried 
you  will  find  it  almost  impossible  to 
make  a  short  insolvent  act,  there  are  so 
many  contingencies  to  be  provided 
against.  One  of  the  advantages  of  the 
present  law  is,  that  many  impoi-tant  de- 
cisions have  been  given  by  the  couits  in 
cases  arising  under  it,  and  people  under- 
stand it  thoroughly,  as  well  as  the  way 
of  working  it.  It  has  been  suggested  by 
one  hon.  member  that  a  law  might  be 
passed  occasionally — every  five  years,  I 
think,  was  the  tiuie  he  mentioned.  I 
fail  to  see  the  soundness  of  spasmolio 
legislation  of  this  kind.  In  Great  Bri- 
tedn  a  bankruptcy  law  has  been  upon 
the  Statute  books  for  many  years,  and 
while,  I  admit,  it  has  been  amended  fre- 
quently, we  hear  of  no  attempt  to  repeal 
it.  I  think  we  may  safely  follow  their 
legislation.  Petitions  against  the  pas- 
sage of  the  Bill  which  is  now  before  ui, 
have  been  sent  in  fi-om  many  places.  I 
have  a  telegram  from  the  city  of 
St.  John,  signed  by  several  highly  re- 
spectable mercantile  houses  there,  stating 
that  a  petition  is  now  on  its  way  to 
Ottawa  asking  that  the  Insolvent  Act  be 
not  rei>ealed,  and  declaring  that  its 
sudden  relK'al  would  injuriously  afiect 
Bon,  Mr,  Hope, 


the  mercantile  interests  there.  It  ha» 
been  stated  that  the  local  legislatures, 
would  provide  some  mode  of  distributing 
estates.  I  think  it  will  be  found  that 
their  legislation,  whatever  name  it  may 
be  known  by,  will  bo  objected  to  as  un- 
constitutional, and  a  year  at  least  will 
be  lost  before  that  point  can  be  finally 
decided.  Another  diificulty  is  that  each 
legislature  will  pass  a  law  of  its  own, 
and  the  result  will  be  confusion.  This 
Parliament,  which,  under  the  British 
North  America  Act,  has  exclusive  juiis- 
diction  in  such  matters,  should  provide 
the  necessary  legislation.  I  see  by  late 
English  papers  that  it  is  proposed  to 
amend  the  British  Insolvency  Laws,  and 
I  think  it  would  be  prudent  for  us  U> 
wait  and  see  what  those  amendments 
are.  Let  the  present  law  stand  tor 
another  year  and  then  we  shall  have  the 
benefit  of  the  experience  gained  in 
England  as  to  the  working  of  their 
amended  laws.  That  experience  would  aid 
us  greatly  in  preparing  legislation  for  our 
own  country.  I  feel  that  the  repeal  of 
the  existing  law  would  be  a  very  great 
di:ia8ter  to  the  large  commercial  eemtres. 
Of  course,  the  rural  districts  have  com- 
paratively little  interest  in  it,  but  the 
large  cities  demand  a  good  insolvency 
law,  for  the  protection  of  creditors.  In 
conclusion,  I  wish  to  express  my  opinion 
very  strongly  against  the  repeal  of  the 
Insolvent  Law  during  the  present 
session. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER — In  common  with 
the  representatives  of  the  business  com- 
munity, and  in  unison  also  with  the 
monetary  institutions  of  the  country^ 
expressed  by  the  managers,  directors  and 
stockholders  of  banks,  I  am  opposed  to- 
the  repeal  of  this  Act  at  pi^esent.  I  am 
not  now  in  trade  and  I  do  not  know  that 
I  am  at  all  connected  with  business 
transactions  that  would  be  afiected  by 
the  repeal  of  this  law,  but  I  •annot 
agree  with  those  who  supi>ort  the  Bill 
which  is  now  l»efore  the  House.  I 
cannot  admit  that  the  Insolvent 
Act  is  calculated  to  encourage  commer- 
cial  immorality  in  this  country.  On  the 
contrary,  I  believe  that  an  equal  distri- 
bution of  the  estates  of  debtoi's  is  a  just 
and  proper  system.  If  the  Government, 
in  their  wisdom  and  power,  had  chosen 
to  amend  the  present  law,  I  believe  it 
could  have  been  improved  and  rendered 
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Tory  effectual  in  assisting  the  trade  of 
the  country.  I  freely  admit  that,  owing 
to  the  greed  and  avarice  of  certain 
officials,  this  law  has  become  very  un- 
popular ;  but  if  the  clauses  givinj?  power 
to  debtors  to  make  voluntary  assign- 
ments were  removed  from  the  Act,  and 
more  power  given  to  the  creditors,  I  am 
convinced  that  the  creditors  would  be 
latisfied,  and  as  for  dishonest  debtors,  I 
know  from  my  experience  of  them,  that 
they  are  always  able  and  willing  to  look 
out  for  themselves.  Since  this  Bill  has 
been  introduced  this  session,  there  has 
been  some  excitement — T  might  almost 
esU  it  commotion — in  New  Brunswick, 
and  a  strong  opposition  to  the  repeal  ot 
the  law  is  being  got  up.  One  or  two 
prominent  gentlemen  im  St.  John  have 
also  chosen  me  as  their  medium 
to  express  » their  views  on  the 
subject  in  this  place.  If  you 
repeal  the  law  you  leave  New  Brunswick 
in  a  very  exceptional  position.  The 
Province  has  no  legislation  by  which  the 
estate  of  a  debtor  can  be  distributed 
among  his  creditors,  and,  as  hon. 
gentlemen  are  aware,  the  provinces  have 
not  the  power  to  make  such  a  law  as 
would  be  desirable.  One  of  the  letters 
that  I  have  received  is  from  a  judge, 
and  the  other  is  from  a  leading  merchant 
in  St.  John.  They  give  expression,  I 
think,  to  the  feeling  that  exists  in  that 
community  perhaps  more  accurately 
than  (  can  describe  it,  and  for  that 
-  reason  I  ask  permission  to  read  them. 
Ihe  mei'chant  writes  :  — 

"  If  the  Insolvent  Law  be  repealed  it  will 
be  bad  for  New  Brunswick,  unless  our  local 
attachment  law  bo  repealed  also,  and,  for 
this  reason,  every  New  Brunswick  member 
should,  I  think,  vote  against  its  repeal.  A 
better  insolvent  law  could  easily  be  framed, 
but  take  it  away  and  leave  our  attachment  law 
as  it  now  is,  and  there  will  be  openings  for 
swindlers  that  will  surprise  the  law  makers  of 
this  country." 

The  following  is  the  letter  of  a  judge 
who  has  had  great  experience  of  the 
working  of  the  law,  and  cannot  be  said 
to  have  any  financial  interest  in  it  He 
says  : — 

c  I  see  that  the  Ontario  members  of  the 
Commons  are  very  anxious  for  the  repeal  of 
the  Insolvent  Act.  Should  they  sncceed,  I 
fear  the  consequences  to  the  commercial  peo- 
ple of  this  Province  will  be  very  injurious.  I 
hope  our  senators  and  members  will  do  their 
utmost  to  frustrate  it ;  and,  it  not  able  to  pre. 

Hon,  Mr.  Dever. 


vent  its  repeal  tn  totOy  can't  they  insert  a  clause 
that  the  repeal  shall  only  have  effect  in  the 
otner  provinces,  and  a  saving  clause,  that  not- 
withstiEuiding  such  repeal,  the  Act  shall  be  io 
force  in  New  Brunswick.  This.would  be  per- 
fectly constitutional,  and  in  accord  with 
other  laws  passed  which  only  affect  certain 
parts  of  the  Dominion.  You  should  all  meet 
and  devise  some  means  to  avert  this  impend^ 
ing  calamity."  • 

I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say  anything 
more  than  this.  It  shews  that  the  peo- 
ple of  New  Brunswick,  and  espscially  of 
St.  John,  are  opposed  to  the  repeal  of 
the  Act.  The  three  representatives  from 
St  John  in  this  House,  are  in  accord 
on  the  subject.  My  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
Lewin)  holds  a  telegram  from  Hon.  Mr. 
Boyd,  shewing  that  he  concurs  with  us 
in  opposing  this  Bill.  Therefore,  I  think, 
it  would  be  but  fair  and  courteous, 
if  you  ai-e  determined  to  repeal 
the  Act,  to  provido  that  New  Btuns- 
wick  shall  not  be  affected  by  it.  I 
regret  exceedingly  that  I  am  compelled 
to  vote  against  the  Government  in  this 
case,  and  I  also  regrec  that  they  have  not 
introduced  some  measure  to  take  the 
place  of  this  Act,  since  they  give  their 
support  and  influence  to  its  repeal. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT — Last  year,  when  a 
Bill  nearly  the  same  as  this  was  before 
the  Senate,  I  gave  my  reasons  why  I 
should  have  to  vote  against  it.  I  did  so, 
and  it  was  thrown  out.  I  thought  it  was 
wrong  to  spring  it  on  the  trading  com- 
munity without  due  considemtion,  and  I 
supposed  that  by  defeating  it,  time  would 
be  given  to  prepare  a  new  measure,  or, 
it  not,  that  the  necessity  of  carrying  the 
repealing  Bill  this  session  would 
become  apparent.  Having  voted  in 
that  way  last  year,  1  thought  it 
bub  proper  that  I  should  explain 
why  I  shall  vote  for  the  Bill  this  year. 
I  feel  that  it  is  my  duty  to  do  so,  and 
that  it  is  a  measure  which  is  in  the  in> 
teres ts  of  the  trading  community,  and 
one  which  will  have  a  tendency,  at  all 
events,  if  it  does  no  other  good,  to  shew 
during  the  recess  whether  it  will  be  ne- 
cessary to  have  a  new  inselvent  act 
which  will  prove  more  satisfactory  than 
the  present  one.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Hamilton  (Mr.  Hoj)e),  in  his  remarks, 
stated  that  all  the  leading  merchants  and 
bankei^  in  Toronto  were  opposed  to  the 
passage  of  this  Bill.  1  hold  in  my  hand 
a   Toronto   paper    in  which  I   find  the 
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names  of  no  less  than  seven  leading  firms 
in  that  city  that  are  favorable  to  the 
repeal  of  the  Act.  Jt  appears  upon  an 
analysis  of  the  names  and  positions  of 
the  different  individuals  opposed  to  this 
Bill  that  there  were  five  bankers,  one 
president  of  a  board  of  trade  and  fifteen 
merchants,  but  still  there  were  seven  in 
favor  of  its  passage.  I  say  this  in  re- 
futation of  the  statement  that  this  re- 
pealing measure  is  unanimously  con- 
demned by  the  mercantile  com- 
TQunity  of  Toronto.  Again  the 
hon.  gentleman  blundered  a  little  in 
reference  to  the  time  that  this  insolvency 
legislation  has  been  before  the  public, 
I  do  not  know  how  it  was  in  his  part  of 
the  country,  but  I  know  that  in  1854, 
in  my  canvass  of  the  county  of  Hast- 
ings, I  heard  not  a  word  of  an  insolvency 
bill.  Again,  in  1857,  although  I  did 
not  canvass  for  myself,  but  for  another 
party,  I  heard  nothing  of  the  necessity 
of  such  legislation.  My  expeiience  was 
the  same  in  1861,  when  I  ran  against 
the  Postmaster- General  for  Tremt  Di- 
vision, and  in  18G2,  when  I  ran  against 
Mr.  Grover,  and  in  1863,  when  I  was 
elected  by  acclamation.  So,  up  to  that 
time,  at  least,  I  heard  nothing  aboui  an 
insolvency  bill.  There  might  have  been 
some  talk  about  it  in  tlie  part  of  the 
countiy  from  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
•comes,  and  some  necessity  for  it  also, 
but  there  was  none  iji  Trent  Division. 
It  strikes  me  that  if  we  ever  enact 
another  insolvency  law,  it  will  be  better, 
instead  of  having  official  assignees,  who 
are  real  blood-suckers,  and  nothing  else 
— I  speak  advisedly  in  saying  so — if  the 
merchants  themselves  should  take  hold 
of  the  estate  of  a  bankrupt,  ascertain 
what  it  is  worth,  and  divide  it  fairly 
among  themselves  ;  that  would  be 
better  than  getting  twenty  or  thirty 
cents  on  the  dollar,  as  they  have  been 
•doing,  and  throwing  the  bankrupt  stock 
upon  the  market  to  the  injury  of  other 
merchants  who  have  been  struggling  for 
years  to  pay  their  debts  in  full,  and  who 
have  been  contending  against  this  unfair 
competition.  Under  these  circumstances 
I  think  it  would  be  better  for  this  Bill 
to  pass,  and  it  shall  have  my  hearty 
support. 

Hon.  Mr.  BROUSE— When  this  Bill 
was  brought  before  the  House  a  year  ago, 
I  considered  that  it  was  sprung  upon  the 
J7<m.  Mr.  FUnL 


people  too  suddenly,  and  that  our  mone- 
tary institutions  had  not  time  to  regulate 
their  affairs  so  that  they  could  came 
under  the  operation  of  the  repeal. 
I,  therefore,  at  that  time,  refused  to 
vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  Act;  but 
a  year  has  passed  and  the  country 
has  had  its  attention  drawn  to  the  fact 
that  the  same  measure  which  passed  the 
other  branch  of  the  Legislature  by  a 
large  majority  would,  in  all  probability, 
be  brought  up  again  and  passed  by  a 
similar,  if  not  even  a  larger,  majority. 
That  result  has  taken  place.  The  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature  has  passed  the 
Bill,  it  has  been  brought  here  after  a 
year's  consideration  by  the  people,  and  I, 
for  one,  feel  that  it  is  my  duty  to  supj 
port  it  in  this  House,  whatever  may  be 
the  result.  I  would  not  have  risen,  how- 
ever, to  make  any  observations  but  for 
the  remark  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Ham- 
ilton (Mr.  Hope),  who  dwelt  largely  upon 
the  fact  that  the  rural  districts 
wei*e  not  interested  in  this  question,  and 
I  thought,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
on  his  feet,  that  he  had  not  run  an  elec- 
tion in  a  rural  constituency  for  a  num- 
ber of  years.  I  felt  that  he  had  not 
even  come  in  contact  with  the  bone  and 
sinew  of  the  country  in  a  manner  that 
would  enable  him  to  understand  how 
they  regarded  the  question.  We  have 
a  demonstration  of  it  here  to-day.  The 
other  branch  of  the  Legislature  came 
fresh  from  the  people  in  1878,  and  their 
first  act  was,  by  a  large  majority,  to  re- 
peal the  Insolvency  Law.  The  question  . 
had  been  permanently  before  the  people 
throughout  the  country,  and  the  farmers 
especially,  and  the  subjeet  was 
thoroughly  discussed  in  the  other 
House.  I  recollect  well  the  remark 
made  by  a  member  there  who  lives,  L 
believe,  in  the  same  locality,  and  repre- 
sents the  constituency  in  which  my  hoa. 
friend  from  Hamilton  resides.  He 
made  this  remark,  "That  Bill  was 
conceived  in  iniquity  and  brought  forth 
in  sin."  The  gentleman  who  made  that 
statement  was  the  member  far  Went- 
worth,  who  had  come  fresh  frem  the 
country,  and  represented  a  rural  district 
in  which  the  city  of  Hamilton  is  situated. 
If  there  is  any  class  in  this  couatry  who 
have  reason  to  find  fault  with  the  Insol- 
vency Law,  it  is  the  honest  and  indus- 
trious farmer.      Other  classes*  could  be 
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relieved,  while  no  mercy  was  shewg 
to  hira.  He  might  i>lace  hi 
name  to  the  paper  of  a  merchant, 
and,  if  that  merchant  failed,  the  latter 
could  get  relieved,  while  the  former 
iound  everything  he  possessed  stripped 
from  him,  and  could  not  then  get  an 
acquittal.  It  is  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  put  an  end  to  such  class  legislation. 
My  hon.  friend  said  that  the  object  of 
the  law  was  to  free  the  honest  but  unfor- 
tunate debtor.  I  cannot  see  the  Insol 
vency  Law  in  that  light.  I  know  that 
before  it  was  placed  upon  the  Statute 
books  there  were  frequent;  instances  inv 
which  a  man  gave  up  his  estate  to  his 
creditors,  and,  in  a  few  years,  came  for- 
ward of  his  own  accord,  and  paid  the 
balance  of  his  indebtedness  with  in- 
terest. Did  you  ever  hear  of  any- 
body doing  such  a  thing  under 
the  Insolvency  Act.  after  getting  his 
discharge  from  the  Bankruptcy  Court  1 
My  hon.  friend  from  St.  John  (Mr. 
Dever),  claims  that  his  Province  is  in  an 
exceptional  position,  and  he  wants  a  col- 
league of  his,  who  has  recently  been  ap- 
pointed to  this  House,  to  be  allowed  to 
vote  by  proxy.  While  there  may  be 
something  peculiar  in  the  position  of 
New  Brunswick  in  regard  to  trade  mat- 
ters, I  do  not  think  that  we  should  in- 
troduce such  a  practice  in  this  House. 
When  a  man  contracts  a  debt  it  is  his 
duty  to  pay  it  in  full,  and  I  believe  that 
he  should  be  held  responsible  until  he  is 
able  to  do  so.  I  will  not  prolong  this 
discussion,  but  will  merely  add  that  I 
believe  that  it  is  the  duty  of  this  House 
to  pass  this  Bill  and  repeal  the  Insolvency 
Act  for  some  time.  If,  hereafter,  it 
should  become  necessary  to  enact  a 
law  of  this  kind,  let  it  be  one 
which  will  place  all  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects in  the  same  position,  and  not  be 
li^slation  for  any  particular  class. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK — I  merely  rise  to 
state  that  I  have  not  altered  my  opinion 
on  this  subject  since  it  was  last  before 
the  House.  I  believe  that  when  an  in- 
solvency act  is  placed  on  the  Statute  book 
it  ought  to  remain  there,  introducing 
amendments  where  their  necessity  be- 
comes apparent  This  has  been  the 
policy  in  England,  a  country  we  look  to 
for  examples  of  sound  legislation.  There 
are  always  new  cases  ppiinging  up  which 
require  to  be  met,  and  it  is  ihe  duty  of 
San.  Mr,  Brou$e. 


the  Legislature  to  meet  them.  I  might 
jus.  refer,  for  instance,  to  the  time  that 
we  framed  in  New  Brunswick  our 
criminal  laws.  We  had  not  begun  to 
build  lines  of  telegraph  then,  and  it  was 
found  afterwards  that  there  was  no  sec- 
tion in  the  whole  of  our  laws  which  pro- 
vided punishment  for  a  person 
interfering  with  them.  It  is  the  same 
in  the  business  transactions  of  the  world. 
They  are  expanding  all  the  time. 
Experience  leads  those  who  have  the  ad- 
ministration of  commercial  laws,  to  see, 
from  time  to  time,  if  amendments  are 
required.  Whenever  a  necessity  for 
such  improvements  becomes  apparent, 
they  will  be  made;  but  I  believe  that  it 
is  a  great  mistake  when  an  insolvency 
act  is  placed  on  the  Statute  book  to  wipe 
it  off.  Everybody  who  is  interested  in 
it  becomes  acquainted  with  its  working 
after  a  while,  but  when  repealed  and  re- 
enacted  for  years,  it  has  to  be  studied 
over  again.  There  is  a  large  portion  of 
the  community  that  is  not  interested  in 
this  law  at  all,  and  I  belit;ve  that  there 
are  many  who  now  clamor  for  itu 
re[)eal  who  have  never  read  it.  One 
remark  was  made  by  an  hon.  member 
OQ  this  side  of  the  House  (Mr. 
Flint),  who  recently  addressed  it, 
with  regard  to  official  assignees,  that 
they  are  a  parcel  of  "blood-suckers." 
Now,  I  have  not  been  acquainted  with  a 
great  many  of  those  officials,  but,  so  far 
as  I  know  them,  I  have  found  many  hon- 
orable and  respectable  men  among  them 
who  would  not  defraud  anybody  who 
had  business  with  them,  and  who  dis- 
charged their  duties  honestly  and  faith- 
fully. But  if  one  of  those  men  has 
proved  to  be  a  "  blood-sucker,"  there  is 
no  necessity  for  the  creditors  of  a  bank- 
rupt leaving  the  business  in  his  hands. 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  official  assignee, 
when  an  assignment  is  made  to  him,  to- 
take  charge  of  the  estate,  and  to  take 
care  of  it  until  the  creditoi-s  hold  a  meet- 
ing and  appoint  an  assignee,  so  that  none 
of  the  assets  may  go  to  waste.  Un- 
less the  creditors  repose  that  confidence 
in  him,  which  they  frequently  do,  they 
have  no  need  to  suffer  from  his  conduct 
at  all.  I  must  say  that,  with  respect  to  the 
action  of  the  Government,  I  certainly 
have  been  disappointed.  When  this  Bill 
was  before  the  House  last  session,  five 
members  of  the  Government  were  pre- 
10 


Digitized  by 


Google 


146 


Insolvency/  Latos 


[SENATE.] 


Bepiol  Bill, 


sent,  namely,  the  Premier  and  the  Min- 
isters of  Justice,  Finanoe,  Customs  and 
Marine,  and  they  all  voted  against  the 
repeal  of  the  law.  If  I  remcwber  the 
sentiment  of  this  House  correctly,  every- 
one who  spoke  against  the  repeal  of  the 
Act  last  year  was  willing  to  leave  it  ovC 
the  Statute  book  a  year  longer,  in  order 
to  give  the  (Government  time  during  the 
reoess  to  prepara  such  amendments  as 
were  necessary,  and  my  impression  was 
that  when  the  two  members  of  the  Gov- 
ernment here,  and  the  five  members 
in  the  otlier  House  that  I  have 
refen*ed  to  voted  against  the  repeal  of  the 


assets  of  an  insolvent,  appoint  assignees 
and  inspectors,  and  also  vo  negotiate  for 
a  cdmposition,  if  necessary  1  Do  they 
not  provide  for  their  granting  or  with 
holding  a  discharge  as  they  think 
proper  ?  In  view  of  these  facts,  I  fail  to 
see  any  sound  reason  why  this  insolvency 
law  should  be  repealed,  and  I  an^ 
qmt<e  sure  that  the  trade  of  th» 
country,  notwithstanding  all  that 
has  t>een  said  to  the  contrary, 
will  suffer  very  materially  by  its  being 
removed  from  the  Statute  book,  and  the 
Government  are  incurring  a  grave  re- 
sponsibility   in    aiding    to   remove    it^ 


law,    they  acoepted   the    situation,  and    With  every  respect  for  the  Govern memt,. 


would  have  been  prepared  with  a  meas- 
ure to  submit  to  Parliament  this  year. 
It  is  true  that  the  subject  was  referred  to 
in  a  rather  shadowy  way  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  this  year,  and  my  im- 
pression was,  last  session,  that  they  would 
have  been  pi*epared  with  amendments  to 
the  present  Act  this  session.  However, 
it  appears  now  that  the  Government 
have  come  to  the  conclusion,  whether 
wisely  or  not,  that  the  Act  should  be 
repealed.  I  have  not  altered  ray  mind 
upen  the  subject,  and  I  do  not  intend  to 
vote  for  this  Bill.  The  decision  of  the 
(Jovernraen  twill  cause  a  deep  disappoint- 
ment to  a  large  portion  of  the  commer- 
cial community  throughout  the  Domin- 
ion. I  believe  that  great  inconvenience, 
and  a  good  deal  of  disorder,  will  ame  in 
consequence  of  the  i-cptal  of  the  Insol- 
vency Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMASTER-.I  took  a 
rather  active  part  last  year  in  opposition 
to  this '  Bill,  and,  after  listening  atten- 
tively to  the  arguments  which  have  been 
advanced  in  its  favor  this  session,  I.  fail 
to  see  the  wisdom  of  repealing  the  Insol- 
vent Act.  I  am  not  conversant  with  the 
public  feeling  in  the  different  provinces 
with  reference  to  this  question,  but  I 
know  a  little  aV>out  it  in  Ontario,  and  I 
feel  quite  sufe  that  a  very  large  majority 
of  the  intelligent,  practical  merchants  of 
this  Province  are  opposed  to  the  repeal  of 
the  law.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  preju- 
dice that  has  been  excited  against  it 
arises  very  much  more  from  the  way  it 
has  been  administered  than  from  its  pro- 
visions. I  hold  that  those  provisions  are 
ample  for  the  object  for  which  they  were 
intended.  Do  they  not  empow#r  the 
creditors  to  take  possession  of  the  entire 
Hon.  Mr,  Wark, 


I  do  not  feel  disposed  to  be  as  accommo 
dating  to  them  as  an  hon.  gentleman 
from  Toronto,  who  is  strongly  opposed 
to  this  Bill,  but,  through  deference  to  his 
leader,  expressed  himself  to  the  effect 
that  he  would  withdraw  his  opposition. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON— I  have  no   d^ 
sire  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  in 
discussing  the  measura  now  before  us.  '1  he- 
hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  the  Bill 
last  session,  and  who   has   introduced  it 
again  on  this  occasion,  has  said  all   that 
I  desire  to  say  on   the   subject.     How- 
ever, I  do  not   intend   to  give   a   silent 
vote.     I   formerly   occupied   a    positioa 
that   compelled    me,     during    the    past 
four  or  five  years,  to  observe    the   work- 
ing of   this   law.      My   experience   has 
been  unpleasant   in  connection  with  the 
Bankruptcy  L;iw  on  public  and  |>ersonal 
grounds,  and  I  have  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion expressed  by  my   hon.    fri»nd    (Mr. 
Bellerose),  though  it  has  been  challenged, 
that      the    Insolvent    Act    has    led    to 
gross  immorality  and  dishonesty,  and  very 
much  of  both.     In    many  parts   of    the 
country  a  great  many  young  men,  sons 
of  respectable  farmers,  have  sought  em- 
ployment in  the  cities  as  bank  clerks  and 
merchants'  clerks,  and  some  have  entered 
into  business.     They  left  their  homes  in 
the  country  and  entered   into  business 
without  capital  or  experience,     In  many 
cases,   they  induced  their  fathers  to  en- 
dorse for  them,  and,  in  some  cases,  even 
to   mortgage  their  farms.     They   got  on 
well  enough  for  the  first  year,  perhaps, 
and    they  and   their     families     di^essed 
well  and  lived  sumptuously.  The  second 
year,  perhaps,  they   did  not  do  quite  sq 
well,   but  they  managed,  bj  borrowings 
to  pay  their  bills.     The  third  year  enda. 
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Iheir  career.     I  know  a  case,  in  this  oity, 
irfiere  a  young  man  commenced  bnsinees 
and  mani^ed  to  get  into  debt  to  the  ex- 
tent of  $5,000  or  16,000,  and  when  we 
^me  to  wind  up  his  estate,  we  found  that 
everything  he  had,  even  the  f  urni'/ure  in 
his  house,  belonged  to  his  mother-in-law. 
From  what  I  have  seen  of  the   working 
of  ibis   law,  I-  would  be  recreant  to  my 
duty  if  I  did  not  do  everything  that  I 
ean  to  get  it  repealed.     I  think  the  Gov- 
ernment are  to  blame  for  not  having  in- 
troduced    some    simple     measure    pro- 
viding     machinery       for      distributing 
the     estates      of      insolvent      debtors. 
I      quite     agree     with      the      remark 
Aat    has  been    made,   that    an   honest 
debtor  has  no  difficulty   in  getting   his 
discharge.       This    very     city,    Ottawa, 
himishes  some  striking  illustrations   of 
the  working  of  the  Insolvent  Act.  There 
18  one  official    assignee   who,   I   am   in- 
formed, has  had   thirty-two  cases  in  his 
bands  and    has    never  paid  a    cent   of 
dividend.     I  have  that  fact  on  authority 
that  I  consider  indisputable.     I  do   not 
believe  that   the   |)eople  of  Ottawa  are 
greater  sinners  than  the  residents  of  other 
cities,  but  the    whole  amount  recovered 
out  of  the  assets  of  bankrupt   estates  is 
not  equal,  in  my  opinion,  to  seven  and  a 
half,  somA  say  not  even  five  cents  on  the 
dollar.     Unfortunately,  1  have  reason  to 
know  something  about  it.     All  the  tent 
of  those  estates   has  been   eattm    up   by 
official  assignees  or  lawyers.     In    1879, 
according  to  Dun,  Wyman  <t  Co.'s  rejiort, 
tiie  fkiliires  in  the  Dominion  amounted  to 
$29,700,000  ;  the  previous  year  they  had 
amounted   to  $19,000,000.     I   have  it 
from  reliable  figures  that  the  failures  in 
the  Dominion  during  the  last  five  years 
exceeded    $7^,000,000.      I    would    ask 
hon.  gentlemen  if  there  is  any  cause  for 
such  wholesale  failures  if  it   is   not   dis- 
honesty and  immorality  1     There   must 
be  dishonesty   and   immorality,   and   a 
very  large   measure  of  both.     I   blame 
the  (Jovemment,  to  some  extent,  for  not 
having  introduced  a  short,  simple   mea- 
rore   for  the  distribution   of  insolvent 
^•tates,  but  I  shall  now   certainly  vote 
for  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— When  this  Bill 
^"^««  before  the  House  last  session,  I 
thought  it  my  duty,  in  deference  to  the 
<fecision  of  the  other  House,  to  vote  for 
il^  and  I  was  led  to  believe  that,  during 
^OTL  Mr,  Simpson. 


the  recess,  some  measures  would  be 
passed  by  the  local  legislatures  to  make 
provision  for  distributing  insolvent 
estates  amongst  creditors.  I  believe 
that  the  Legislature  of  Ontario  haa 
attempted  something  in  that  way,  and 
some  hon.  gentlemen  appear  to  be  under 
the  impression  that  it  will  have  that 
effect.  But  when  I  come  to  look  into 
that  Act,  I  find  that  it  fails  to  accom* 
plish  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  in^ 
tended.  It  provides  that,  when  an 
execution  is  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
sheriff,  any  other  creditors  who  have 
claims  falling  due  within  a  month  caa 
present  them  and  rank  upon  the  estate^ 
But  what  of  those  parties  who  have  not 
debts  maturing,  but  which  are  at  the 
same  time  legitimate?  They  are  lef^ 
out  in  the  cold  entirely.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  local  legislatures  to  pass  a  different 
measure,  but  this  one,  at  all  events,  does 
not  provide  for  an  equitable  distribution 
of  debtors'  estates.  Within  my  memory 
we  have  had  numerous  Insolvent  acts, 
and  there  have  been  times  when  no  such 
law  has  been  upon  our  Statute  book. 
From  my  own  knowledge,  I  consider  the 
existing  law  the  best  we  have  had  upon 
the  subject.  It  is  haixi  upon  the  debtor, 
but  it  sifts  matters  thoroughly,  and 
divides  assets  better  than  any  similar 
act  that  has  been  passed  in  Oanuda.  If 
the  creditors  choose,  any  ordinary  debtor, 
to  pay  fifty  cents  on  the  dollar,  must 
have  an  estate  worth  three  times  as 
much.  I  think  that  statement  is  borne 
out  by  experience,  and  that  is  why  I 
say  that  the  existing  law  is  hard  on 
debtors.  In  the  case  of  wholesale  men 
who  have  not  broken  packages,  no  doubt 
the  expense  of  winding  up  bankrupt 
estates  is  less  than  in  the  case  of 
retail  traders,  and  better  results 
can  be  realised.  The  Insolvent 
Act  unquestionably  leads  to  reckless 
trading.  I  have  very  little  sympathy 
with  \iholesale  merchants,  or  bankers 
either,  who  assist  reckless  traders,  and 
they  deserve  none  when  they  meet  witik 
loss.  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  country  to  have 
our  stores  throughout  the  land  filled 
with  goods  of  British  manufacturers, 
which  are  not  needed,  and  which  are  the 
result,  to  a  large  extent  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Law.     Wholesale    merchants  feel  thai 
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if  tlieir  customers  succeed,  they  will  have 
a  large  benefit,  and  if  not  they  get 
something  at  all  events.  If  by  the  re- 
j)eal  of  this  law  we  could  prevent  the 
country  irom  being  flooded  with  goods 
that  are  unnecessary,  I  think  ib  would 
be  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  pass  this 
Bill.  One  great  cause  of  the  late  de- 
pression was  the  importation  of  large 
quantities  of  goods  which  the  country 
could  not  afford  to  pay  for.  We  should 
econouiise,  because  this  is  a  young  coun- 
try, and  we  should  not  purchase  articles 
which  are  only  suited  for  nations  that 
possess  accumulated  wealth.  Within 
the  memory  of  men  still  living,  the 
greater  part  of  this  country  has  been  a 
wilderness,  and  wo  are  even  yet  strug- 
gling to  clear  away  the  forest,  to  build 
roads  and  construct  buildings,  and  we 
cannot  afford  to  pay  for  luxuries  to  any 
great  extent. 

Hon  Mr.  McLELAN— I  voted  for  a 
Bill  siiiiilar  to  this  one  last  year,  believ- 
ing th.it  1  was  acting  in  accordance  with 
the  intei-ests  and  wishes  of  the  people  of 
my  own  Province.  I  shall  vote  for  this 
Bill  to-day  because  I  believe  that  the 
feeling  in  favor  of  ib  is  even  stronger 
HOW  thin  it  was  last  year  in  Nova  Scotia. 
With  the  decided  expression  of  opinion 
in  the  other  Chamber  and  throughout  the 
country,  after  the  fullest  discussion  of 
the  question,  we  should  accept  this  Bill. 
The  principal  objection  to  it  has  been 
raised  by  the  members  from  New  Bruns- 
wick. That  Province  has  been  repre- 
sented to  us  as  being  in  a  state  of  almost 
universal  depression  and  bankruptcy. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— Who  described 
it  as  almost  insolvent  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN — In  a  previous 
debate  the  hon.  Senator  from  St  John 
(Mr.  Lewin)  and  other  repi'esentatives  of 
the  Province  described  it  as  being  in  a 
deplorable  condition,  but  I  fiud  that  it 
has  enjoyed  better  times  than  any  other 
part  of  the  Dominion,  if  wo  are  to  judge 
by  the  number  of  insolvencies  that  are 
reported  to  have  occurred.  By  the  last 
returns  given  in  the  report  of  the  Minis- 
ter of  Agriculture,  they  numbered  1,495, 
and  I  find  that  only  56  occurred  in  New 
Brunswick,  the  gross  amount  of  which 
was  $595,000.  The  estates  liquidated 
by  dividend,  under  supervision  of  the 
oreditors  and  assignees,  amounted  to  only 
Em.  Mr.  Read, 


$1,816,  of  which  $874  were  preferential 
claims,  and  $531  went  for  expenses, 
leaving  only  $18,  to  divide  amomg  the 
ordinary  cmlitors.  In  other  words,  the 
estates  paid  nine  mills  on  the  dollar 
outside  of  jj>referential  claims  !  Several 
estates,  to  the  value  of  $26,000,  were 
settled  by  consent  of  the  creditors  and 
insolvents.  The  claims  proved  were 
$80,772,  and  the  assets,  divided  by  con- 
sent, amounted  to  $26,778.  Those 
estates  turned  out  better  than  any  that 
fell  into  the  hands  of  the  assignees. 
There  remain  yet  to  be  settled  claims 
proven  to  the  amount  of  $310,945,  and 
the  amount  received  on  them,  in  the 
hands  of  the  assignees,  is  $41,195.  The 
expeiience  that  they  have  had  in  New 
Brunswick  of  the  working  of  the  Insol- 
vent Act,  according  to  the  returns,  is 
less  then  in  any  other  province,  but  that 
experience,  judging  by  the  cases  that 
have  passed  through  the  assignees'  hands, 
has  not  been  of  a  character,  I  should 
think,  to  lead  them  to  oppose  the  repeal 
of  the  existing  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— It  seems  to  be 
admitted  by  everybody  that  the  effect  of 
the  Insolvent  Act  has  been  disastrous, 
but  it  is  said  by  those  who  are  opposed 
to  its  repeal  that  it  is  due  to  t!ie  negli- 
gence  of.  the  creditors  themselves.  I 
should  like  to  know  if  they  havo  any 
measure  to  propose  which  will  induce 
creditora  to  take  better  care  of  their  own 
interests  in  the  future.  I  suppose  that 
human  nature  will  not  be  changed  by 
legislation,  and,  as  it  is  admitted  that  the 
existing  law  has  a  disastrous  effect,  it 
seems  to  me,  according  to  their  own 
views,  that  it  will  continue  to  be  so,  and, 
consequently,  should  be  repealed.  The 
hon.  Senator  from  Quints  Division  (Mr. 
Bead)  says  that  the  legislation  of  Ontario 
does  not  provide  for  claims  not  matured, 
but  it  is  generally  i^ecognized  that  insol- 
vency brings  all  debts  to  maturity.  Of 
course  I  do  not  pretend  to  know  the  law 
of  Ontario,  but  it  is  a  generally-admitted 
principle  of  law  everywhere  that  such 
claimants  as  the  hon.  gentleman  describee 
would  be  entitled  to  share  with  the  other 
creditors. 

•  Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— -This  matter  has 
been  fully  and  fairly  argued  out  At 
the  same  time,  on  so  important  a  me»- 
suro,  it  would  hardly   be  right  to  allow 
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ftrguments  that  have  I>een  made  to  pass 
without  brief  refereiico  to  some  of  them. 
lILj  hon.  friend  from  St.  John  (Mr. 
Dever),  who  did  not  make  a  speech  ex- 
actly, but  read  a  couple  of  letters  to  this 
House,  has  introduced  a  new  element 
into  the  legislation  of  this  country,  be- 
aauae  he  has  thought  proper  to  throw 
into  cur  faces  the  opinion  of  a  judge  in 
bankruptcy  to  sway  the  Senata  in  pass- 
ing an  act  to  repeal  those  laws.  I  ask 
if  that  is  a  reason  which  should  entitle 
his  arguments,  if  he  used  any,  or  the 
writer  of  that  letter,  to  favorable  con- 
sideration in  this  House.  One  of  the 
hon.  gentleman's  correspondents  says 
that  if  the  attachment  laws  of  New 
Brunswick  are  not  repealed,  this  repeal- 
ing Bill  ought  not  to  pass.  I  suppose 
the  converse  ot  that  is  true  ;  if  these  at- 
tachment laws  are  to  be  repealed,  this 
Bill  ought  to  pass.  We  have  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  of  New  Btunswick 
•tating  only  Monday  last  in  his  Speech 
from  the  Throne  that  legislation  would 
be  required  in  New  Brunswick  on  that 
important  question  of  debtor  and  credi- 
tor from  the  effect  of  the  probable  repeal 
of  the  insolvency  laws.  The  attention 
of  the  Attorney-General  of  Nova  Scotia 
has  been  called  to  the  same  mutter. 
While  upon  that  subject,  I  will  answer 
an  argument  made  use  of  by  the  hon. 
Senator  fi-om  Quints  Division,  that  in 
voting  as  he  did  last  year  he  supposed 
that  the  local  legislatures  would  legislate 
upon  this  matter.  It  is  due  to  my  own 
province  and  New  Brunswick  to  state 
that  this  Act  was  discussed  in  the  month 
of  May  last,  a  long  time  after  the  legis- 
latures of  boti)  these  provinces  had  been 
prorogued,  and  the  Legislature  of  On- 
tario has  since  acted  upon  it,  whether 
to  a  sufficient  extent  or  not  is  beside 
the  question,  because  any  laws 
they  have  passed  will  be  amend- 
ed when  found  necessary,  and 
the  Legislatur&s  of  New  Brunswick 
and  Nova  Scotia  are  now  open  to  pass 
similar  laws.  My  hon.  friend's  colleague, 
from  the  same  city,  has  alluded  to  the 
fact  that,  even  if  those  measures  pa.<^,  it 
irill  be  very  inconvenient,  because  there 
will  be  different  laws  in  the  several  pro- 
▼inces.  Surely,  my  hon.  friend  knows 
that,  at  the  present  moment,  all  laws 
regulating  civil  rights  and  property  are 
pmsed  by  the  legislatures  ot  the  pro- 
flon,  Mr,  Dickey, 


vinces,  and  differ  in  each  province.  We 
have  not  arrived  at  a  state  of  uniformity 
in  such  matters,  and  there  will  be  no 
great  anomaly  if  these  laws  regulating 
insolvent  estates  are  different  in  the 
several  provinces.  But  my  hon.  friend 
may  be  consoled  by  this  :  that,  if  those 
acts  should  be  diverse,  they  will  only  be 
operative  in  the  provinces  in  which  they 
are  enacted,  and  my  hon.  friend  need 
hardly  be  troubled  by  any  consideration 
of  that  kind.  He  admits  there  ai-e  objec- 
tions to  the  working  of  the  Act,  but  if 
the  creditors  would  only  do  their  duty, 
the  law  would  be  a  good  one.  But  that 
is  just  the  trouble.  My  hon.  friend  was 
told  yesterday,  l^y  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Ottawa  (Mr.  Scott),  that  creditors 
would  not  do  their  duty,  and 
he  might  have  added  frequently, 
the  creditors,  whether  from  the  fact 
of  being  relatives  or  from  sympathy 
with  what  is  called  an  unfortunate  debtor, 
will  not  act,  and  the  result  is  that  the 
debtor,  in  a  great  many  cases,  is  allowetl 
to  do  just  as  he  pleases  with  the  estate, 
and  frequently  is  given  the  entire  con- 
trol of  it.  I  do  not  see  that  it  is  the  fault 
of  the  law,  but  it  is  the  fault  of  human 
nature  that  creditors  will  not  do  their 
duty,  and  shews  the  inherent  difficulty 
of  honestly  working  out  any  insolvent 
law.  My  hon.  friend  has  stated  a  very 
strong  objection  to  the  law  when  he  says 
himself  that  the  creditors  will  not  take 
the  trouble  of  carrying  out  its  pro- 
visions. I  ought  not  to  pass  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Hamilton  (Mr.  Hope)  because 
he  has  been  very  broad  in  his  reference 
to  myself.  He  says  I  made  use  of  very 
strong  arguments  against  the  bankers  of 
the  country  when  1  said  this  Act  led  to 
commercuvl  immorality.  He  says : 
**  Rovi  can  you  call  an  act  immoral  that 
is  sustained  by  the  bankers  of  Hamilton, 
Toronto,  Montreal  and  the  other  large 
cities  of  the  country  T*  I  deprecate  the 
bringing  into  these  debates  such  allusions 
to  classes,  and  it  is  strange  that  my  hon. 
friend,  while  he  did  that,  in  the  next 
breath  made  an  attack  on  the  lawyers,  and 
said  that  they  were  the  cause  of  the  whole 
difficulty.  Although  I  am  not  in  active 
practice  at  the  present  time,  it  is  but 
justice  to  an  honoi-able  profession  to  say 
that  neither  in  the  Senate  nor  in  the 
other  House  have  the  lawyers  sought 
to  dictate  the  course  of  legislation,  nor 
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have  they  failed  to  obierve  the  proper 
deference  which  should  be  paid  to  com- 
merciHl  men  and  others.  But  when  my 
hon.  friend  throws  out  these  de6ances  at 
lawyers  and  seeks  to  create  an  impres- 
sion of  that  kind,  I  can  only  tell  him 
that  he  is  quite  mistaken,  and  that  if  the 
lawyers  in  Parliament  acted  from  inter- 
ested motives,  they  would  be  prepared  to 
sustain  the  law  as  it  exists,  because  it  is 
one  eminently  in  their  own  interest  My 
hon.  triend  has  made  a  reference  to  the 
United  States,  and  speaks  of  the  local 
legislation  of  that  country.  He  seems  to 
be  very  much  at  raid  of  that  legislation. 
Why  should  he  be  more  afraid  of  it  than 
tho  people  of  the  United  States  them- 
selves are  ]  He  will  be  surprised  to  hear, 
as  it  is  my  duty  to  tell  him 
now,  when  we  come  to  consider  the 
question  of  legislation  in  the  United 
States,  that  we,  [>erhaps,  may  get  some 
instruction  from  it  as  bearing  on  the 
question  before  the  House.  It  was  some 
seventeen  years  after  the  union  of  these 
States  had  been  consolidated  before  a 
bankruptcy  law  was  submitted  to  Con- 
gress at  all.  How  long  was  that  in 
force  1  Not  quite  four  years.  It  was 
passed  on  the  4th  of  April,  1800,  and 
repelled  on  the  PJth  of  December,  1803. 
What  resulted  then  ]  For  thirty- 
eig^^t  yeai'H  in  that  great  Republic,  those 
shrewd  American  people  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  have  a  bankruptcy  law  at 
all.  It  was  not  until  1841  that  another 
law  was  passed.  It  was  enacted  on  the 
19th  of  August,  1841,  and  repealed  in 
the  early  part  of  1843,  having  been  in 
force  onjy  for  a  period  of  some- 
thin*5  like  seventeen  or  eighteen  months. 
Thtn  there  was  another  hiatus  of  how 
long?  Why,  some  twenty-four  yeii-s 
before  a  new  bankruptcy  law  was  passed. 
This  law,  lately  repealed,  was  not  enacted 
until  the  2nd  of  March,  1867,  and  that 
Act  had  rather  a  longer  life  than  either 
of  the  others  ;  I  suppose  they  had  accu- 
mulated a  good  deal  of  experience,  and 
they  made  a  better  law  than  they  had 
been  enabled  to  make  before.  1  ought 
not  to  pass  by  the  fact  that  the  law  of 
1841  was  brought  into  the  Congress  of 
the  United  Stiites  in  consequence  of  the 
difficulties  that  arose  from  the  state  of 
things  in  1837  and  1838,  produced  by 
the  wave  ot  commercial  depression  that 
passed  over  that  country,  and  it  was 
Hon.  Mr,  Dickey . 


only  kept  in  force  for  a  temporal y  period. 
But  this  law  of  1867  was  kept  in  force 
for  some  ten  years,  just  about  the  same 
period  as  our  law  has  been  in  force,  for 
I  assume  that  it  will  not  remain  alive 
any  longer.  This  is  the  state  of  things 
in  the  United  States,  where,  in  a  hundred 
years,  they  have  been  without  abankrupcy 
law  for  eighty-five  years.  My  hon. 
fiiend  from  Ottawa  spoke  the  other  day 
of  the  arfifument  that  I  had  made  use  of 
as  to  the  cost  of  enforcing  this  Act,  and 
said  there  was  nothing  in  it,  because  the 
creditors  have  the  power  to  choose  their 
assignees  and  have  full  control  over  the 
debtor's  estate.  But  my  hon.  friend 
labors  under  a  misconception,  because, 
although  the  creditors  have  the  power  of 
appointing  the  assignee,  that  in  no  way 
affects  the  expenses  under  the  Act.  Let 
me  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
operation  of  the  present  law  in  that  re- 
spect. The  first  step  the  law  takes  is 
to  put  the  estate  into  the  hands  of  au 
otiicial  assignee,  and,  although  at  the 
very  first  meeting  of  cretUtoi*s  they  may 
select  their  own  assignee,  yet,  in  the 
meautiiiie,  tho  property  is  in  the  hands 
of  the  official  assignee,  and,  that  official 
has  to  be  paid.  Then  you  have 
to  pay  the  creditors*  assignee 
afterwards,  and  the  inspectors,  the 
lawyers  and  the  courts.  Although 
I  did  not  certainly  use  such  strong  lan- 
guage as  has  been  employed  to  day,  I 
am  not  at  all  prepared  to  say  that  too 
strong  language  has  been  used  with  re- 
gard to  official  assignees.  It  is  a  curious 
fact  that,  in  the  year  1869,  the  Parlia- 
ment of  England  abolished  official 
assignees,  and  ever  since  that  year  there 
have  been  no  such  officials  in  England 
under  the  baukruptcy  law.  That  is  the 
very  strongest  proof  that  they  found  it 
would  not  do  to  leave  creditors— or 
even  the  debtor  himself — to  the  mercy 
of  those  pei*sons  who  have  been  so  stig- 
matized in  the  language  I  have  not  ven- 
tured to  repeat.  M^  hon.  friend  from 
Ottawa  was  rather  hard  on  the  (Govern- 
ment when  he  said  he  thought  they 
ought  to  have  brought  down  a  substitute 
for  this  law.  It  is  quite  open  for  my 
hon.  friend  to  use  that  argument,  and  it 
was  quite  open  for  the  hon.  Senator 
from  IPrince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Hay- 
thorne),  from  a  party  ])oint  of  view,  to 
use  any   argument  that  best  expressed 
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Lig  views  in  I'elaiion  to  the  policy  of  the 
'Oovemment.  I  do  not  stand  here  as  an 
apologist  for  ^e  Ministry,  but  I  do  think 
they  are  entitled  to  fair  play.  Last  ses- 
sion there  was  a  strong  feeling  with 
some  of  the  members  of  the  Government 
to  repeal  the  Insolvency  Law,  while 
others  opposed  iL  What  was  the  result  1 
Some  of  the  leading  minds  of  Parlia- 
ment were  called  together,  and,  after 
discussing  the  matter,  they  brought 
in  a  Bill,  the  very  best  ii.easure 
that  could  be  produced  after  a 
month's  deliberation,  but  it  was 
negatived  by  a  decisive  vote  of  the 
House,  and  the  repeal  measure  which 
was  introduced  was  passed  against  the 
■opposition  of  some  members  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. The  same  feeling  was  mani- 
fested this  year,  even  more  strongly,  and 
I  do  not  tliink  it  fair  to  say  to  the  Gov- 
ernment they  ought  to  have  courted  de- 
feat and  brought  in  a  measure  which 
they  knew  would  not  pass ;  that  they 
should  have  tinkered  up  this  objection- 
able Act  and  imperilled  their  seats  by 
trying  to  force  it  through  the  House.  It 
might  have  been  a  good  party  move  for 
the  Opposition,  but  I  do  not  know  that 
the  Government  would  have  been  justi- 
tied  in  attempting  to  substitute  another 
law  for  the  present  obnoxious  Act  until 
the  couaitry  could  experience  the  result 
of  the  repeal  of  the  measure,  see  what 
course  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
was  disposed  to  take,  what  amendments 
are  to  be  made  in  the  English  Act,  nor 
until  the  effect  of  the  local  legislation 
in  the  different  provinces  was  known, 
and  how  far  it  would  meet  the  objections 
of  those  gentlemen  who  do  not  wish  to 
Bee  the  pi'esent  law  repealed.  At 
all  events,  I  think  the  Govern- 
iment  have  taken  a  prudent  course 
iu  yielding  to  the  genei'al  sentiment  of 
the  country.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Montreal,  who,  last  year,  moved  the  six 
months'  heist,  stated,  in  his  speech,  that 
it  would  do  no  harm  to  allow  the  law  to 
remain  on  the  Statute  book  for  another 
year.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto, 
who  spoke  yesterday, (Mr.  Smith),  follow- 
ed up  that  argument,  and  a^ked  that  it 
be  allowed  to  stand  over  twefve  months, 
.until  the  feeling  of  the  country  was  as- 
oeriained.  No  doubt  such  arguments  as 
(hese  had  great  weight  in  this  House 
last      session,     and      influenced     many 
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to  vote  against  the  repeal  of 
the  law  for  that  year.  I  ask 
if  the  feeling  of  the  countiy  has  not  beem 
well  ascertained  on  this  subject  now  t  It 
certainly  has  been  ascertained,  and  in  the 
only  constitutional  way  it  can  be  ascer- 
tained, by  the  well  understood  wishes  of 
the  people,  as  expressed  through  their 
representatives.  In  listening  to  the 
debate  yesterday,  I  was  struck  with  this 
curious  fact :  that  not  one  gentleman  who 
spoke  aga?nst  the  repeal  of  the  Insolvent 
Act  undei'took  to  justify  it  in  every  par- 
ticular. A  gi'eat  many  admitted  that  the 
law  was  badly  administered ;  a  great  many 
admitted  that  there  were  serious  objec- 
tions to  some  of  its  provisions,  but, 
strange  tu  say,  they  ask  the  Senate  to 
continue  this  obnoxious  law — this  law 
that  has  been  so  badly  administered — (fo. 
the  Statute  books  of  the  country.  I  can 
understand  the  courae  of  some  of  my 
hon.  friends  who  admitted  frankly  : 
"  We  are  in  favo»'  of  the  principle  of  an 
insolvent  act,  but  this  Act  has 
been  so  badly  administered  that 
we  would  rather  see  it  repealed 
than  continued  any  longer."  That 
is  a  fair,  open  and  manly  course,  but  I 
cannot  understand  that  other  gentlemen 
should  object  to  the  repeal  of  the  Act  for 
a  time,  at  all  events,  ur#til  it  could  be 
seen  how  the  repeal  would  operate,  and 
then,  if  necessary,  have  another  law 
brought  in.  Several  refei-ences  have 
been  made  to  myself  as  not  being  so  very 
ch:ii*y  of  getting  a  decision  in  this  House 
against  the  decision  in  another  place, 
but  I  wish  to  remind  the  House  that,  on 
all  former  occasions,  the  Senate  have 
tiiken  good  care  to  have  the  country 
at  thoir  back,  and,  whenever  they 
have  differed  in  legislation  from 
the  other  House,  it  was  either  because 
it  was  hasty  legislation — and  in  that 
respect  I  do  not  object  to  the  course 
taken  last  year — or  because  they  felt 
that  they  were  doing  the  proper  duty  of 
the  second  branch  of  the  Legislature  in 
rejecting  a  measure  which  they  felt  the 
country  would  not  sanction  ;  and  1  can 
appeal  to  our  past  record  to  shew  that 
frequently,  and  I  might  add  almost  in- 
variably, this  Houde  has  been  i-ight  in 
the  position  they  assumed.  I  have  in 
my  mind  at  this  moment  a  bill  that  my 
hon.  friend  alongside  of  me  took  a  de- 
I  cided    stand  against  :  the   Nova  Scotia 
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County  Court  Bill.  We  carried  our 
point.  Next  year  the  Bill  was  brought 
in  again.  We  said  we  were  under  the 
impression  that  the  L^islature  of  Nova 
Scotia  would  deal  with  the  question,  but, 
as  no  actioa  was  taken,  we  abandoned 
our  opposition  to  it.  In  the  British 
House  of  Lords,  with  the  single  exception 
of  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister, 
where  the  sentimental  and  religious  ele- 
ments come  in,  and  where  people  have 
a  right  to  consult  their  views,  and  to 
act  upon  them,  as  far  as  my  recollection 
goes,  when  a  Bdl  has  been  passed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  by  a  decisive 
majority  and  has  been  rejected  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  when  the  Bill  has  been 
sent  up  to  them  afterwards  under  the  same 
circumstances,  it  has  invariably  passed. 
All  I  ask  is  that  we  should  follow  our 
great  exemplar,  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
pass  this  Bill.  It  is  said  this  Bill  is  not 
required  by  the  country.  The  country 
has  had  a  whole  year  to  consider  and  to 
bring  forward  any  objections  to  it,  and 
what  ii  the  result  ?  Only  three  petitions 
on  Our  table  against  it,  and  »11  these 
petitions  are  from  bankers  and  others, 
who,  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Hamilton 
thiiiks,  ought  to  control  the  opinions  of 
this  House.  I  do  trust  that  the  Senate 
will  not  put  themselves  in  a  false 
position,  but  will  allow  this  Bill 
to  pass,  and  thus  rid  the  country 
of  a  measure  which  no  person  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  has  ventured  to  ad- 
"^ocate  in  its  entirety,  and  which  is  open 
to  the  serious  objections  that  have  been 
made  to  it  in  both  Houses. 

A  vote  was  then  taken  on  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  negatived  on  the  fol- 
lowing: division : — 
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The  motion  for  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill  was  carried  on  the  samo  division. 
The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 


The  House  adjourned  at  5.40  p.na. 


THE   SENATE. 

Fridmj,  March  12th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  threo 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

PETITIONS  FOR  PRIVATE  BILLS. 
TIME  POtt  RECEIVING  EXTENDED. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKIN^S  moved  that  the 
time  for  receiving  petitions  for  private 
bills  be  extended  for  one  week. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  BAPTIST  UNION  OF  CANADA  BILL. 
SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  McM  ASTER  moved  the 
second  reading  of  Bill  (27)  **  To  incorpo- 
rate the  Baptist  Univ^n  of  Canada." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  DISMISSAL  OF  CONDUCTOR  MoGIKK 
MOTION   FOR   A   RETURN. 

Mr.  DEVER  moved  :— 

"That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Oovernor  General,  praying 
that  Hi8  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  Uid  be- 
fore this  House  all  papers,  correspondenod 
and  other  information  relating  to  the   lat* 


Hon,  Mr,  Dickey. 
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•atinaiy  dismissal  of  Conductor  McQinn  from 
tlia  Northern  Diyision  of  the  Intercolonial 
Bailw^.'' 

He  said: — ^The  motion  of  which 
I  i^ve  notice,  is  one  leading  up  to 
the  disniiBsal  of  a  conductor  on  the  Inter- 
foioniai  Railway,  somewhere  in  the 
neighborhood  of  the  north  shore  of  New 
Brunswick.  I  have  no  desire  to  make 
anj  extonde«l  remarks  upon  this  subject, 
because ,  really  I  am  not  personally 
aoquainted  with  the  gentleman  ;  if  I  met 
him  on  the  street  to-day,  I  do  not 
know  that  I  would  recognise  him 
anless  he  were  pointed  out  to  me ; 
bat  a  ffentleman  of  my  acquaintance  from 
the  city  of  St.  John,,  who  has  frequently 
trayelled  upon  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way, has  taken  upon  himself  to  present 
the  matter  to  me,andask  my  assistance  in 
ha?ing  him  reinstated  to  his  former 
positioD.  I  might  remark  that  this 
gentleman  who  gives  me  the  information 
bearing  on  the  subject,  is  one  in  whom  I 
have  the  greatest  confidence  as  a  gentle- 
man, who  would  not  state  anything  that 
he  was  not  personally  aware  of.  For  fear 
I  might  say  anything  that  would  do 
injury  to  anybody,  I  prefer  to  give  the 
sUtement  as  it  was  given  me  by  that 
gentleman.  It  was  to  the  etifect  that 
Oonductor  McGinn  was  running  a 
special  train  from  Moncton  to  Campbell- 
ton,  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  which 
mail  train  consisted  of  a  mail,  a  bag- 
gas;e,  a  first-class  passenger  and  a 
PiiUman  car.  The  passenger  car  was 
ocowded  with  Miss  Rye's  children.  At 
Batliurst,  a  certain  Senator  was  waiting 
for  the  regular  train,  which  was  following 
the  special  train  spoken of^  and,  not  want- 
ing to  take  the  Pullman  car,  the  crowd 
in  the  other  car  prevented  him  being 
aocommodated  to  his  liking.  He  would 
not  wait  for  the  regular  train  which  was 
following,  and  in  which  his  baggage  was 
carried.  When  the  Senator  got  to 
Ottawa,  he  made  a  complaint  as  a 
Senator  against  this  man,  and  had  him 
dismissed  for  not  doing  for  a  Senator 
▼hat  he  could  not  do  for  other  and  as 
worthy  men.  I  am  also  informed  that 
HcGiun  did  not  know  the  Senator,  and 
that  he  was  not  one  inclined  to  give 
offdQce  to  anybody,  much  less  to  a 
Seoator.  1  assert  nothing  of  my  own 
knowledge,  but  believe  that  th«  whole 
thing,  as  related  to  me,  is  correct,  and  as 
Bon,  Mr.  Dever. 
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an  injustice  has  been  done  to  Conductor 
McGinn,  I  submit  the  matter  for  the- 
consideration  of  the  House. 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  believe 
that  I  am  the  Senator  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  opposite.  The  incident 
occuri-ed  at  Bathurst.  When  I  was 
about  to  enter  the  car,  this  McGinn  told 
me  that  there  was  no  room  for  me  on 
the  train.  I  told  him  that  there  was 
plenty  of  room,  and  got  aboard.  I  said 
to  him  :  "  You  must  take  my  trunk 
along ;  it  is  not  a  large  one.'*  He  said  : 
**1  cannot,  and  I  won't,  take  it,"  and 
he  did  not  take  it,  and  my  trunk  clid  not 
arrive  here  until  twenty-four  hours  after 
I  reached  Ottawa  myself.  I  made  no 
demand  for  the  dismissal  of  McGinn, 
and  no  complaint,  except  to  explain  the 
circumstances  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper.  I 
did  not  know  that  the  man  would  be- 
dismissed  in  consequence,  and  supposed 
there  would  bo  nothing  more  than  a  repri- 
mand for  his  very  rude  conduct.  McGinn 
likewise  refused  to  take  the  luggage  of  a 
passenger  from  Miramichi,  and  he  left 
four  passengers  standing  on  the  platform 
at  Newcastle,  whom  he  refused  to  take 
on  the  train.  It  was  a  very  trifling 
affair,  and,  in  my  opinion,  should  never 
have  been  brought  up  here.  I  had  no 
feeling  whatever  against  McGinn, 
and  merely  made  the  explanation,  in  the 
manner  I  have  described,  to  Sir  Charles^ 
Tupper. 

THE  SIXTIETH  RULE  AMENDED. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  60th  Rule  of  the  Senate  be 
amended  as  follows  : — 

"  Line  I  of  the  said  Rule,  leave  out  <  Every 
Private  Bill,  when  read  the  firfit  time,  is  *  and 
insert  'Any  Private  Bill  shall,  if  it  be  de- 
manded by  two  Members,  when  read  the  first 
time,  bo."' 

He  explained  that  this  would  prevent  the 
rule  irom  operating  on  all  private  bills, 
and  would  leave  it  optional  with  any  two 
mei;nbers  to  apply  it  to  any  bill  that 
they  might  regard  as  of  doubtful  consti- 
tutionality. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BANK    OF    NEW   BRUNSWICK    BILL. 
THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  LEWIN  moved  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (B)  Respecting  the  Presi- 
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•dent,  Directora  and  Company  of  the  Bank 
•f  New  Brunswick. 

The  Bill  was  read  and  passed. 

THE  PRINTING   OP   PARLIAMENT. 
SIXTH      BEPORT      OF       THE       COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  sixth  report  of  the  Joint 
■Committee  on  Printing. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  4  o'clock. 


THE  SENATE. 

Monday/,  March  loth,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
■o'clock. 

Pi-ajers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE   BEAUHARNOIS   CANAL. 
MOTION   FOR   A    RETURN. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU  moved:— 
*'  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Kxcellency  the  Governor-General,  praying 
that  His  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to  cause 
to  be  transmitted  to  this  House,  a  succinct 
statement  shewing  the  number  of  leases  and 
sales  of  water  power  and  their  dependencies 
along  the  Beauharnois  Canal ;  the  considera- 
tions for  and  dates  of  such  leases  and  sales, 
and  the  names  of  the  lessees  and  purchasers, 
the  amounts  or  balances  still  due  by  such 
lessees  and  purchasers,  or  their  representa- 
tives, with  the  amount  of  interest  due  thereon  ; 
the  numbers  and  areas  of  the  lots  not  sold  or 
let ;  the  offers  to  purchase  or  rent  made  to  the 
Government  in  respect  of  these  last  mentioned 
lots,  and  the  nature  of  the  answers  made  by 
the  Government  to  such  offers.'' 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  ACCOUNTS  OP  THE  SENATE. 
MOTION. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called, 

"  Consideration  of  the  Message  and 
Resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons  of 
the  8th  March  instant,  requesting  that 
the  accounts  of  the  Senate,  since  1807, 
may  be  sent  to  them." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved: 

"  That  the  Clerk  of  this  House  bo  directed 
to  prepare  a  statement  containing  the  informa- 
tion asked  for  in  the  said  Message,  and  that  it 

Hon,  Mr,  Lew  in. 


be  communicated  to  the  Hoase  of  CommoDfl 
by  a  message  from  this  House." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

INDIAN   LAWS   CONSOLIDATION   BILL. 
SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  i-eading  of  Bill  (C)  "  To  amend 
and  consolidate  the  laws  respecting 
Indians."  He  said  ; — This  Bill,  though 
very  lengthy  in  the  number  of  its  pages, 
does  not  embrace  very  much  change  in 
the  existing  laws,  but  there  are  .two 
Acts  of  Parliament  which  govern  Indian 
affairs  at  the  present  time,  and  tlie  Minis- 
ter of  the  Interior  was  anxious  to  con- 
solidate those  Acts,  and  also  to  introduce 
some  changes  into  •  the  law  as  it  now 
stands.  The  leading  amendment  is  cre- 
ating the  Indian  branch  intj  a  depart- 
ment by  itself.  As  hon.  gentlemen  will 
readily  understand,  the  volume  of  Indian 
affairs  is  increasing  very  much.  The 
dealings  with  them  are  much  more 
numerous  than  they  used  to  be.  A 
great  many  bands  ,  formerly  free  and 
inde|  >endent,  have,  by  reason  of 
treaties  made  with  them,  come  under  the 
care  of  the  Department.  There  aie  also, 
unfortunately,  measures  which  have  be- 
come necessary  for  the  purposes  of  sus- 
taining the  Indians  in  the  absence  of  the 
buffalo,  and,  from  time  to  time,  large 
amounts  of  money  have  been  latterly 
necessary  for  that  purpose.  Efforts  are 
also  being  put  forth  to  settle  Indians  on 
their  reserves,  and  to  induce  them,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  supply  food  for  them- 
selves, in  the  place  of  that  which  they 
hitherto  obtained  chiefly  from  the  buf- 
falo. These  and  other  reasons  of  the 
same  kind — the  growing  magnitude  of 
the  service,  the  changes  taking  place 
among  the  Indians  themselves,  the  effo-ts 
they  are  putting  forth,  and  which 
they  will  hava  to  increase,  for 
the  purpose  of  settling  the  Indians 
upon  their  reserves,  and  the  large  ex- 
penditure of  money,  have  given  a  magni- 
tude to  the  Indian  bi*anch  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  which  it  had  not 
previously,  although  at  all  times  it  has 
been  an  important  and  large  branch  of 
that  Departroenn.  I  know  that  in 
former  years,  when  I  had  tbo  manage- 
ment of  what  was  called  the  Crowm 
Lands  Department  of  the  Province  of 
Canada,  the  Indian  branch  was  attached 
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to  it^  and  it  wa8  then  an  important  por- 
tion of  it,  involving  as  much  care  as  the 
management  of  lands  in  this  part  of  the 
Dominion.  All  these  reasons  have  in- 
duced the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
to  make  it  a  separate  department,  so  as 
to  give  it  additional  strength  as  a  depart- 
ment working  by  itself,  managed  in 
detail  and  practically  under  the 
Minister,  by  the  deputy  head. 
It  is  not  proposed  to  create  any  new  de- 
partment of  the  Government,  but  that 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  shall  have 
under  hioi  two  deputy  heads,  one  for  the 
management  of  public  lands,  and  the 
^ther  for  the  purpose  of  managing  Indian 
affairs  and  Indian  lands,  and  in  putting 
forth  the  efforts  which  have  become 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
Indians  upon  their  reservations.  Two  or 
three  other  features  less  important  have 
been  introduced  into  the  Bill.  I  shall 
mention  one  or  two  of  them.  A  provision 
exists  at  this  moment  by  which,  if  an 
Indian  becomes  a  member  of  a  learned 
profession,  he  becomes  ipso  Jacto  en- 
franchised, and  in  all  respects  the  same 
as  a  white  subject  of  the  Crown,  save 
that,  as  the  ^law  now  stands,  he  loses  his 
eights  as  an  Indian.  It  is  very  gratify- 
ing that  Indians  have  become  members 
of  learned  professions.  I  know  two  or 
thi'ee ;  one,  a  barrister,  who  has  been 
educated  at  Cambridge,  England,  and 
another,  a  medical  man,  who  has  been 
educated  in  this  country.  It  is  very 
unfair  that  these  gentlemen — they  are 
gentlemen  in  every  sense  of  the  word — 
who  have  been  educated  in  this  way,  and 
who,  in  consequence,  desei-ve  every  con- 
sideration at  the  hands  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, should,  from  tlie  very  fact  of  their 
having  become  educated  and  members  of 
learned  professions,  be  deprived  of  their 
rights  as  Indians.  One  change  proiX)sed 
by  the  Bill  is  to  give  them  these  rights 
again.  Another  change  is  an  effort  to  make 
mora  clear  the  subject-matter  of  trespass 
on  Indian  lands.  Some  didioulty  has 
arisen  in  pi*actice  from  the  phraseology 
of  the  law  as  it  now  exists  as  to  the 
nature  of  trespass,  and  some  additional 
language  is  used  to  remove  doubts  upon 
that,  point.  Then,  no  provision  exists  at 
present  by  which  farms  or  land  which 
have  been  occupied  by  aged  or  sick 
Indians  can  be  managed  by  the  Superin- 
tendent ot*  Indian  Affairs,  for  the  benefit 
Jlon.  Sir  Alex.  Campbell. 


of  themselves  and  their  children.  Then, 
a  difficulty  has  also  arisen  as  to  the  man- 
agement of  Indian  intestate  estates.  It 
is  proposed  to  remove  that.  These 
are  tho  main  features  which  it  is 
proposed  to  alter,  and,  in  so  doing,  it 
was  thought  by  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  that  it  would  be  better 
to  repeal  the  two  existing  Acts  and  to 
consolidate  the  laws  affecting  the  man- 
agement of  Indians  into  one  Act,  and  to 
introduce  these  changes.  When  the  Bill 
is  in  Committee  in  this  House,  I  shall  go 
over  it  clause  by  clause  and  |)oint  out 
what  language  is  new  and  what  is  old. 
I  have  the  Bill  annotated  so  as 
to  shew  pri^ciseiy  what  changes  have 
been  introduced,  and,  with  that  copy 
before  me,  I  shall  be  happy  to  explain 
the  amendments  in  Committee.^ 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU— This  is  a  very 
important  measure,  and  I  did  not  expect 
that  the  second  reading  of  it  was  to  take 
place  to-day.  Still,  I  have  no  objection 
to  letting  it  pass  this  stage  on  the  under- 
standing that  I  reserve  to  myself  the 
light  to  discuss  tlio  principle  of  the  Bill 
in  Committee.  1  have  made  a  study  of 
the  question,  and  I  find  that  some  im- 
lK)rtant  matters  are  embraced  in  it.  As 
the  Bill  now  stands,  it  makes  no  distinc- 
tion between  the  nomadic  tribes  of  the 
West  and  the  almost  civilized  Indians  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  shall  also 
have  something  to  say  about  the  educa- 
tion of  the  Indians,  concerning  which 
there  is,  perhaps,  some  question  of  juris- 
diction. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY. -The  hon. 
Senator  from-De  Lorimier  (Mr.  Bureau) 
has  anticipated  the  request  that  I  was 
about  to  make.  This  Bill  not  only  con- 
solidates existing  laws,  but  it  also  intro- 
duces chai  ges,  which  should  not  be 
adopted  until  we  have  had  an  opfwrtunity 
to  examine  them  thoroughly.  It  is  wise 
to  take  time  to  look  cai*efully  into  such 
measuies,  especially  in  consolidating 
laws,  before  we  pass  them  en  bloc  in  that 
way.  I  hope  that  the  leader  of  the 
Government  will  give  us  as  liberal  time 
as  he  can  to  examine  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  was 
unwilling  to  ask  for  a  postponement  of 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  on  tho 
ground  Jhat   I  had  been  unable  to  ex- 
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amine  it  before  the  meeting  of  the 
House,  but  perhaps  the  leader  of  the 
Government  will  not  object  to  our  hav- 
ing the  right  to  discuss  the  principle  of 
the  measure  when  he  moves  that  it  be 
referred  to  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— T  think  it  would 
be  a  very  great  convenience  if  thd  several 
changes  contemplated  would  be  printed, 
BO  that  we  might  intelligently  discuas 
the  subject  when  the  House  goes  into 
Committee  ui>on  the  Bill.  I  assume  that 
the  prinniplss  are  very  few  and  that  it  is 
rather  consolidating  the  present  laws, 
but  if  there  are  any  new  points  to  which 
to  dr^w  the  attention  ot  the  House  they 
might  be  printeJ,  not  at  length,  but 
■imply  calling  attention  to  the  changes 
contemplated. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  a  very  good  one,  and  T  will 
try  to  have  slips  distiibuted  shewing  the 
changes. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE-I  wish  todraw 
the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Militia 
to  one  thing.  I  have  gone  over  the  Bill 
cai*efully,  and  I  do  not  find  anything  in 
it  about  the  education  of  the  Indians, 
which,  in  my  opinion,  is  a  most  imiA>rtant 
question.  I  understand  from  what  is 
going  on  throughout  the  country  that 
the  officers  who  are  at  the  head  of  that 
Department  have  exercised  very  little 
care  in  fulfilling  what  I  may  call  the 
principal  obligation  that  the  Government 
has  incurred  in  dealing  with  the  Indians 
— to  give  them  a  proper  education.  I 
hear  that  there  are  some  portions  of  the 
Indian  reserves  where  the  Catholic 
Indians  are  forced  to  send  their  children 
to  schools  not  belonging  to  their  creed. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  l>elieve  that  the 
true  principle  in  educating  the  people  is 
to  let  parents  discharge  their  duty  in 
choosing  the  religious^  education  which 
their  children  ai^e  to  receive.  I  believe 
that  every  family  should  have  that  right, 
and  the  Government,being  the  protectors 
of  the  Indians,  should  see .  that  proper 
teachers  are  furnished  for  the  education 
of  the  different  tribes,  according  to  their 
religious  creed. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— This  Bill,  with 
another  measure  on  the  North- West,  in- 
troduced in  the  other  House,  and  an  Act 
which  was  passed  last  year,  constitute,  1 1 
Hon,  Mr,  Alexander. 


believe,  a  whole  code  of  legislation  for  the 
North-West.  I  might  remark,  and  the 
leader  of  the  Government  is  probably 
aware,  that  complaints  of  a  very  serious 
character  have  boen  made  against  the 
Mounted  Police  Force  ;  and  it  would  be 
in  the  public  intei-est  that  the  documents 
upon  this  subject  should  be  submitted  to 
the  House  before  we  discuss  that  measure. 
If  I  am  rightly  informed,  this  force,  which 
costs  an  immense  sum  of  money  anniuilly, 
has  done  nothing  to  help  to  maintain 
order  and  promote  civilization  among  the 
Indians  of  the  North  West ;  quite  the 
contrary.  That  vast  country  will,  at 
some  future  day,  be  a  very  important 
part  of  the  Dominion,  and  we  cannot 
examine  too  carefully  laws  which  may 
affect  its  settlement  and  civilization.  I 
do  not  pretend  to  be  in  a  position  to- 
judge  of  all  the  i*equirements  of  this 
legislation,  but  I  am  afraid  that  there  has 
not  been  enough  done  to  civilize  the 
Indians,  and  it  might  be  desirable  for 
Parliament  to  inquire  whether  a  proper 
course  has  been  pui:sued  to  accomplish 
that  end.  These  mattei*s  can  be  better 
discussed  in  Committee,  and  I  merely 
draw  the  attention  of  the  members  of 
this  House  to  the  im|x)rtance  of  this  Bill, 
and  to  the  necessity  of  carefully  exam- 
ining all  its  provisions  and  bearings. 
Time  should  be  given  for  a  thorough  con- 
sidemtion  of  the  measure,  and  I  reserve 
the  liberty  to  make  some  suggestions 
when  it  next  comes  before  the  House. 
The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

COMMERCIAL    TRAVELLERS'    ASSOCIA- 
TION  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU  moved  tho 
second  reading  of  Bill  (24)  "To  incorpo- 
rate the  Dominion  Commercial  Travel- 
lei's'  Association. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  CONTINGENCIES   OF  THE 
SEMATE. 

RESOLUTIONS   ADOPTED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called, 

"  Consideration  of  the  Message  and 
Resolutions  of  th«  House  of  Commons  of 
the  11th  instant,  that  certain  paymonta 
n^ide  by  the  Senate  and  by  Joint  Cooa* 
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znittees  of  both  Houses  be  audited  by 
the  Auditor-General." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved : — 

**  1.  That  the  accounts  ot  expenditure  for 
salaries  and  contingencieg  of  the  Senate,  and 
for  their  members'  indemnity,  should  be  audit- 
ed by  the  Auditor-General  in  the  same  manr 
ner  an  those  of  the  House  of  Commons  may 
hereafter  be. 

"  2.  That  the  amount  of  payments  made 
under  the  autliority  of  any  joint  committees 
of  both  Houses  sliould  he  audited  by  the 
Auditor-QeneraL 

**  3.  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  Commons 
Acquainting  that  House  that  the  Senate  have 
passed  the  foregoing  resolutions,  and  will  give 
effect  to  them  on  their  part" 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Before  the  mo- 
tion is  put,  I  may  be  permitted,  as 
Chaii-man  of  tbe  Committee  on  the  Con- 
tingent Accounts  of  the  Senate,  to  make 
a  i-emark  or  two.  I  have  been  a  mem- 
l)er  of  that  Committee  since  I  became  a 
member  of  this  House  in  1867,  and  I 
can  only  say,  what  every  gentleman  who 
has  been  on  that  Committee  for  any 
length  of  time  will  bear  me  out  in  say- 
ing, that  there  is  nothing  in  connection 
-with  the  contingencies  of  the  Senate  that 
will  not  bear  tbe  closest  investigation.  I 
<lo  not  know  how  the  impression  has  got 
abroad  that  there  is  any  reluctance  on 
the  part  of  the  Committee  or  of  the 
Senate  that  such  an  investigation  should 
take  place.  I  have  never  seen  any  desire 
evinced  by  that  Committee,  or  by  the 
House,  to  conceal  anything  connected 
with  the  disbursements  of  this  branch  of 
the  Legislature.  If  the  contingencies  of 
the  Senate  have  not  sooner  been  exam- 
ined by  the  other  branch,  it  is  because 
they  evinced  no  desire  to  make  any  such 
examination.  I  believe  the  first  applica- 
tion in  this  direction  made  to  the  Senate 
was  in  1870,  when  a  detailed  statement 
of  members'  indemnities  and  mileage  was 
sent  down  to  the  other  end  of  the  build- 
ing when  it  was  asked  for.  I  do  not 
think  that  we  should  shew  the  slightest 
reluctance  to  such  an  investigation  as 
Beems  to  be  desired,  not  only  in  another 
place,  but  also  in  the  press.  I  am  aston- 
ished to  find  the  extraordinary  statements 
which  have  appeared  in  some  newspapers, 
and  in  respectable  newspapers  too,  from 
which  one  would  ex^pect  something  better. 
Only  last  week,  an  insulting  paragraph  in 
connection  with  the  Senate  was  published 
Hon,  Mr,  Bureau. 


in  a  leading  Montreal  paper.  Of  course 
these  things  are  calculated  to  do  some 
mischief,  and  can  do  no  good.  They 
evidence  a  very  malicious  and  untruthful 
spirit  on  the  part  of  the  writers.  I  am 
only  sorry  that,  in  a  journal  said  to  be 
controlled  largely  by  a  member  of  this 
House,  such  a  statement  could  appear  as 
the  one  referre<l  to  in  last  Saturday's 
Herald.  1  repeat,  that  there  never 
has  been  any  desii-e  on  the  part 
of  this  House  to  prevent  the  fullest 
investigation  of  the  expenditures  of  the 
Senate.  Nothing  would  do  the  Senate 
more  good,  perhaps,  than  if 
the  public  knew  the  care  and 
economy  practiced  by  members 
of  that  Contingent  Committee  in 
regard  to  every  account  that  comes  be- 
fore them.  My  hon.  friend  beside  me 
( Mr.  Dickey)  has  been  an  active  worker 
on  that  Committee  for  yeai*?,  and  I  ven- 
ture to  say  if  he  were  spending  his  own 
money  he  could  not  evince  more  care 
and  economy  than  he  and  others  have 
done  for  years  past  in  managing  the  con- 
tingencies of  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU— With  regard 
to  a  portion  of  the  remarks  made  by  my 
hon.  friend,  I  may  state  that  I  called  the 
attention  of  the  i-eporter  of  that  leading 
journal  to  the  matter,  inasmuch  as  a 
member  of  the  Senate  is  connected  with 
it.  I  took  good  cai-e  to  investigate  the 
report,  and  found  that  it  was  nothing 
more  than  a  calumny.  About  the  other 
matter,  it  was  also  a  story  without  com- 
mon sense.  I  was  much  surprised  at  it, 
and  I  stated  to  the  reporter  that  I  could 
not  understand  how  that  could  have 
taken  place.  He  said  he  had  received 
the  information,  but  would  not  say  who 
the  parties  were  who  had  given  it  to  him. 
I  was  desirous  of  exonerating  my  hon. 
Iriend  (Mr.  Penny),  who  is  now  sick  and 
absent.  1  asked  the  leporter  if  that  hon. 
gentleman  had  any  notice  of  what  had 
appeared  in  the  Montreal  Herald,  The 
reporter  said  "  no."  He  said :  "  I  came 
into  his  room  because  I  wanted  to  see 
him."  I  did  expect  that  at  Montreal 
they  would  not  have  published  that  para- 
graph, and  that  in  the  Herald  of  to-day 
some  retraction  would  have  been  made. 
I  expected,  from  what  the  reporter  in- 
formed me,  that  the  same  paragraph 
would  have  appeared  also  in  the  Toronto 
Ghhe,     I   considered  it  my  duty,  after 
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what  took  place,  and  the  conversation 
I  had  with  the  reporter,  to  mention  it  to 
the  Senate,  in  justice  to  my  hon.  friend, 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Penny) 
knew  nothing  of  thin  de8i>atch  before  it 
was  published. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  did  not  wish 
to  insinuate,  for  a  moment,  that  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr. Penny),  even  though  he  had 
been  present,  was  at  all  responsible  for 
that  paragraph. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— [  must 
■ay  that  the  article  referi*ed  to  in  the 
leading  Montreal  paper  is  one  of  which 
any  journalist  ought  to  be  ashamed. 
When  leading  party  organs  of  such  a  city 
as  Montreal  present  to  their  readei-s  the 
letters  of  correspondents  so  utterly  at 
variance  with  truth,  how  can  we  be  sur- 
prised if  the  local  press  of  the  rural  dis- 
tricts reproduce  the  same,  believing  them 
to  be  truel  Thus  untruthful  state- 
ments are  circulated  of  a  misleading 
character  from  one  end  of  the  Dominion 
to  t'.ie  other.  This  course  of  action  cannot 
be  too  much  deprecated  as  mischievous: 
it  destroys  all  respect  for  the  press  of 
the  country.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  pro- 
prietors of  such  papers  to  engage  only 
correspondents  who  are  careful  to  write 
the  truth  ;  otherwise,  they  themselves 
must  be  held  responsible  for  what  appears 
in  their  paf>ers.  No  one  appreciates  the 
blessingof  a fi'ee,un trammel  led  press  more 
than  I  do  ;  but  when  the  columns  of  a 
paper  are  used  to  misrepresent  any  inci- 
dent or  individual,  then  it  fails  entirely 
to  benefit  society,  and  it  loses  all  its 
influence.  If  the  Senate  of  the  Dominion 
has  fallen  short  of  its  duty,  or  its  members 
have  done  anything  wrong,  let  them  be 
severely  criticised,  but  there  is  no  wisdom 
in  preferring  charges  against  them  which 
are  not  founded  on  fact. 

Hon  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  — I 
think  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Richmond  (Mr.  Miller)  could  not 
have  come  with  more  strength  or  pro- 
priety from  any  member  of  the  House, 
and  I  am  sure  that  they  have  been  lis- 
tened to  with  great  satisfaction.  T  am 
glad  to  find  that  the  course  which  I  was 
ready  to  have  acquiesced  in,  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate,  has  been  strongly  approved 
of  by  the  general  feeling  of  the  House, 
as  it  has  been  expressed  this  afternoon. 
I  mentionerl  the  other  day,  that  when  I 
Hon.  Mr.  Bureau. 


was  first  applied  to  by  the  Auditer- 
General  in  July  lust,  with  referenaeto^ 
auditing  the  accounts,  and  having  looked 
into  the  law  and  seen  that  it  was  th» 
intention  that  they  should  be  audited  in 
the  temper  and  spirit  that  I  mentioned 
the  other  day,  I  expressed  my  opinioa 
that  the  Senate  would  be  perfeciLj 
content  to  have  them  audited.  If  action 
was  not  taken,  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the 
Senate,  but  was  due  to  the  inaction  of 
the  repi'esentatives  of  the  other  Chamber. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  3.50  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Tuesday,  March  16th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

EMIGRATION   TO   BRITISH   COLUMBIA. 
INQUIHY. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL  called  at- 
tention to  the  question  of  the  advisability 
of  assisting  the  emigration  to  the  Pro- 
vince of  British  Coumhia  of  laborers  to 
be  employed  on  the  railway  works  now 
being  undertaken  in  that  Province,  and 
inquired  of  the  Government  what 
steps,  if  any,  they  have  taken,  or  are 
inclined  to  take,  in  that  direction  %  He 
said  :  In  talking  over  with  others  thw 
matter  in  connection  with  which  I  have 
given  this  notice,  I  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  would  be  desirable  if  the 
Grovernment  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
would  enter  into  communication  on  this 
question  with  the  contractor  for  the 
railway  works  that  are  now  about  to  be 
commenced  in  British  Columbia.  I  fear 
that  the  contractor  will  experience  diffi* 
culty  in  obtaining  on  the  Pacific  coast 
all  the  white  labor  that  he  may  require 
in  order  to  carry  on  the  great  works  that 
he  has  undertaken  and  will  unavoidably^ 
perhaps,  be  constrained  to  employ  con- 
siderable numbers  of  Chinese,  an  event 
which  would  be  prejudicial  to  the  best 
interests  of  the  Province,  objectionable 
to  the  feelings  of  the  people  there,  and 
one  which  he  himself  would  doubtless 
avoid  if  passible.  That  being  the  case,  it 
appears  to  me  that  some  understanding 
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oould  very  readily  be  come  to  between 
the  Grovemment  of  the  Dominion  and 
the  contractor  on  some  such  terms  as 
these :  that  the  Government,  on  their 
part  should  undertake  to  assist  the  pas- 
sage to  British  Columbia  of  a  cei*tain  num- 
ber of  railway  navvies,  these  laborers  to 
be  engaged  beforehand  to  work  upon  the 
railway  contract;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  contractor  and  those  laborers  so 
•Dgaged  should  undertake  to  repay  wholly 
or  partially  to  the  Government  the  mono 
tary  assistance,  so  given,  out  of  the  wages 
which  would  be  the  proceeds  of  the  men's 
labor  when  employed  in  the  way  that  I 
iwtve  mentioned.  Of  course,  certain  diflS- 
calUes  must  always  exist  as  to  the  carry- 
iog  out  of  such  an-angements,  but  there 
is  a  statute  of  Canada  which  renders 
legal-  such  contracts  between  employers 
and  employed,  even  when  made  in  distant 
countries,  and  which  also  provides  means 
for  the  enforcement  of  their  terms,  and 
I  thiuk  that  if  laborers  were  carried  by 
the  long  sea  voyage  vid  Cape  Horn  and 
landed  at  Yale,  the  immediate  scene  of 
their  labors,  there  would  b«  little  fear  of 
any  attempt  in  any  way,  on  their  part,  to 
evade  the  responsibilties  of  the  engage- 
ments into  which  they  had  entered.  It 
is  too  late,  however,  for  anything  of 
the  sort  to  be  done  this  year,  and, 
indeed,  the  peculiar  character  of  the 
work  wJiich  the  contractor  has  under- 
taken will  prevent  him  employing  any 
very  large  force  of  men  this  season,  but 
between  now  and  next  winter  there  is 
ample  time  for  the  Government  to  take 
this  (as  I  regard  it)  most  important 
matter  into  consideration,  to  enter  into 
•orresponience  with  the  contractor  on 
the  subject,  and  if  the  Government  see* 
fit,  to  issue  instructions  to  their  agents 
in  Great  Britain  to  engage  the  necessary 
number  of  men,  and  either  to  charter  a 
vessel  specially  to  carry  them  from  Great 
Britain  to  British  Columbia,  or  else  to 
engage  for  them  sufficient  accommodation 
on  other  vessels  sailing  from  the  United 
Kingdom  to  our  Pacific  coast.  The 
passage  money,  I  imagine,  would  not 
exceed  £17  per  head.  It  would  be,  of 
ooorse,  for  the  Government  to  consider 
what  part  of  that  sum  they  would 
advance.  When  we  remember  that  the 
wages  of  good  navvies  in  British  Columbia 
oannot  possibly  be  less  than  $1.50  a  day, 
or,  at  all  events,  $35  to  $45  per  month, 
Eon,  Mr,  CornwaU, 


we  can  easily  understand'  that,  without 
undue  inconvenience  to  these  laborers, 
they  would,  in  the  course  of  a  few 
months,  be  able  to  repay  the  amount 
advanced.  I  think  that  some  such  plan 
is  not  only  practicable  and  feasible  but 
advisable,  and,  I  am  sure,  if  carried  out, 
it  would  be  very  beneficial  to  all  parties 
concerned  in  the  arrangement.  The 
voyage  from  England  to  British  Columbia 
by  sailing  vessel,  round  by  Capa  Horn, 
averages  about  five  months  in  duration. 
Consequently,  if  the  men  engaged  were 
to  leave  England  in  November  next, 
they  would  land  in  British  Columbia  at 
a  very  convenient  time  in  the  early  part 
of  the  following  spring.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  describe  the 
advantages  that  British  Columbia  offers 
to  intending  emigrants.  I  may  point 
out,  however,  that  railway  works  will 
probably  continue  in  British  Columbia  for 
many  years  to  come,  but  independently 
of  such  work,  our  mining  industries 
there  will  always  afford,  for  an  indefinite 
niunber  of  yeai-s  to  come,  just  the  labor 
which  would  suit  the  class  of  men  whose 
emigration  to  British  €k)lumbia  lara  now 
advocating.  No  resident  of  British 
Columbia,  and,  indeed,  no  casual  visitor 
to  that  Province  ever  seems  to  doubt  for 
a  moment  the  prosperous  future  which 
lies  before  it.  The  only  two  things  that 
it  wants  at  present  to  ensure  its  pros- 
perity are  better,  shorter  and  more  ready 
means  of  communication  with  other  parts 
of  the  world,  and  a  larger  population, 
and  both  of  those  desiderata,  I  trust,  will 
shortly  be  secured  to  it.  I  make  a  pass- 
ing allusion  to  the  peculiarly  statesman- 
like and  successful  pplicy  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  means  which  they  adopted 
last  year  to  induce  and  encoui*age  immi- 
gration to  the  Provinces  of  Canada.  The 
idea  of  inviting,  as  they  did,  from  differ- 
ent agricultural  districts  of  Great  Britain 
a  number  of  thoroughly  practical  men 
to  visit  this  country,  to  travel  through  it 
and  to  form  their  own  unbiassed  opinions 
as  to  what  they  saw  and  heard,  was  that  of 
a  Government  which  had  a  thorough  be- 
lief in  the  advantages  which  Canada 
offers  to  the  thousands  seeking  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bettering  their  fortunes!  It 
was  the  act  of  an  honest  and  patriotic 
Government,  which,  instead  of  attempt- 
ing to  over-color  or  over-draw  such 
advantages  as  Canada  mis^ht  offer,  was 
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filing  to  allow  sensible  and  practical  men 
to  come  and  judge  for  themselves,  and 
-disseminate  among  their  friends  the 
opinion  which  they  might  form  at  the 
conclusion  of  theii*  travels.  Anyone 
who  has  read  the  reports  of  those 
•delegates  must  be  struck  with  the 
peculiarly  sensible  character  of  them, 
and  more  than  struck  with  the  exceed- 
ingly favorable  view  they  have  taken  of 
the  provinces  which  they  visited  as 
homes  for  emigrants  of  their  own  class, 
and  I  think  nothing  that  has  been  done 
in  past  years  will  exceed  in  valtie  the 
results  of  those  reports.  They  will  far 
exceed  the  results  obtained  in  many 
years  past  at  an  extraordinary  expense 
to  the  country.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
need  say  much  more  upon  the  subject. 
I  hope  that  other  hon.  gentlemen  will 
follow  me  on  a  question  which  seems  to 
be  of  some  importance,  and  I  will  merely 
inquire  of  the  Government  what  steps 
they  have  taken,  or  iirtend  to  take,  to 
assist  the  emigration  to  British  Colum- 
bia of  laborers  from  Great  Britain  1 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Whether 
ihe  Government  entei  tains  a  scheme  of 
the  kind  that  has  been  proposed  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Ashcroft,  or  not,  it  would 
be  a  very  good  thing  if  it  could  be  done. 
Without  detracting  at  all  from  the  force 
of  his  remarks,  I  think  it  would  be  well 
to  firbt  consider  the  condition  of  the 
laboring  population  in  the  eastern  pro- 
vinces, and  see  whether  all  who  are  willing 
to  work  can  earn  a  fair  day's  wages,  be- 
fore we  think  of  getting  men  from  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic.  We  have 
complaints  of  distress  in  many  parts  of 
the  country  for  want  of  employment 
Of  course  that  cannot  be  taken  as  an 
indication  of  the  condition  of  the  country, 
for  in  the  towns  and  villages  there  are 
always  to  be  found  men  who  are  lazy  and 
intemperate,  and  who  live  from  hand  to 
mouth  ;  but,  at  tlie  same  time,  there  are 
numbers  who  are  willing  to  work  if  they 
could  get  anything  to  do.  Such  persons 
should  be  helped  to  make  a  new  depar- 
ture in  life,  and  given  an  opportunity  to 
build  for  themselves  comfortable  homes 
in  a  ne*v  country,  by  sending  them  to  the 
North- West  or  British  Columbia.  While 
European  laborers  might  be  as  good,  if 
not  better,  than  our  own  people  for  rail- 
way construction,  Canadians,  or  men  who 
iiave  served  an  apprenticeship  in  this 
Hon.  Mr.  Comtvall, 


country,  are  much  better  as  permanent 
settlers,  and  this  has  to  be  looked  at.' 
With  refijard  to  the  scheme  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Ashcioft  (Mr. 
Cornwall),  anything  that  can  be  don« 
in  that  way,  either  from  the  older 
provinces  or  from  Europe,  would  be 
a  benefit  to  the  country.  It  would 
be  a  great  injury  to  our  Province 
if  Chinese  labor  should  take  the  place  of 
white  labor.  It  is  well  known  that  the 
Chinese  do  not  remain  in  the  country, 
and  that  they  send  their  earnings  away. 
In  fact,  they  are  littl©'better  than  slaves. 
They  are  engaged  in  China  and  consigned 
to  merchants  and  others  in  the  countries 
to  which  they  come,  and  they  do  not 
acquire  property  or  become  permanent 
settlers.  If  any  plan  can  be  devised 
whereby  that  class  of  labor  could  be  shut 
out,  it  should  be  adopted.  To  a  certain 
extent,  in  a  new  country  whore  labor  is 
scarce,  the  Chinese  are  useful,  but,  with 
all  that,  they  are  an  undesirable  element 
in  the  population  of  the  country.  1 
trust  that  the  Government  will,  if  they 
can,  find  some  remedy  for  the  evil. 

lion.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— In 
reply  to  the  question  which  has  been  put 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  British  Columbia 
(Mr.  Cornwall),  I  beg  to  say  that  no 
steps  have  been  taken  in  connection  with 
this  subject.  It  has  not  been  brought 
before  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  in  any 
way,  neither  by  the  contractor  nor  by 
any  other  parties,  and,  therefore,  nothing 
has  been  done  as  regards  that  part  of  the 
question  which  refers  to  the  intention  of 
the  Government  in  the  future.  1  can 
only  state  that  the  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture is  disposed  to  recommend  the 
adoption  of  any  steps  which  can  reason- 
ably be  taken  towards  encouraging  a 
good  class  of  European  immigration  into 
Bridsh  Columbia  in  connection  with  the 
construction  of  the  Pacific  Railway;  but 
what  steps  may  bo  taken,  or  how  far 
assistance  may  be  given,  if  any,  or  on  what 
terms,  are  all  points  which  require  to  be 
closely  considered, and  which  have  not  yet 
occupied  his  attention.  I  cannot,  there- 
fore, give  any  definite  reply  as  to  these 
details  ;  but,  in  general  phrase,  I  may 
say  that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  is 
diuposed  to  consider  what  aid  can  fairly 
and  reasonably  be  given  to  intending 
immigrants  to  British  Columbia  in  con- 
nection with  the  Pacific  Bailway  works 
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"there,  without  imposing  additional 
burdens  upon  the  country.  The  same 
remarks  may  possibly  apply  to  any  re- 
dundant labor  which  seeks  employment 
in  this  part  of  the  Dominion.  I  shall 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  the  remarks  which  have 
fallen  from  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
British  Columbia,  and  possibly  they  may 
^kssist  to  lead  him  to  some  moi*e  definite 
conclusion  on  the  point  than  I  am  now 
able  to  announce  to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL-.I  may 
add  that  the  contractor  himself  is  very 
willing  to  enter  into  some  such  arrange- 
ment as  I  suggested,  if  it  is  possible  to  do 
%so. 

Horn.  Mr.  ALEXANI>Elt -This  rto- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Kamloops 
(Mr.  Cornwall)  touches,  indirectly,  a 
problem  which,  perhaps,  will  not  be 
found  to  be  one  of  easy  solution.  It 
affords  to  this  Chamber,  however,  an 
opportunity  to  discuss  how  we  can  com- 
mence throwing  population  into  that 
part  of  the  Dominion.  We  are  about 
entering  upcm  a  very  large  expenditure, 
for  the  constiniction  of  a  railway  running 
eastward  from  the  Pacific  coast.  We 
shall  thereby  be  swelling  the  proportions 
of  the  public  debt,  and  it  is  all  important 
that  we  should,  at  this  moment,  discuss 
bow  we  can  go  on  with  the  great  work 
of  development  of  that  region  without 
increasing  the  burdeus  of  the  older 
-provinces.  I  am  sure  that  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  and  Immigration  (Mr. 
Pope),  who  labors  with  so  much  assiduity 
and  practical  talent  to  promote  all  the 
intei-ests  of  his  Department,  will  look 
with  interest  to  the  utterances  of  the 
Senate  upon  this  difficult  subject  If 
we  had,  in  our  Pacific  province,  sach  a 
State,  in  regard  to  climate  and  soil,  as 
that  of  California,  no  extraneous  effort 
would  be  necessary  to  push  on  the  great 
"work  of  settlement.  British  Columbia 
lias  also  its  resources,  but  they  are  of  a 
oharacter  to  require  the  fostering  and 
lielping  hand  of  the  central  Govem- 
xuent.  They  are  of  a  character  to  be 
developed  gi-adually,  and,  while  we  can- 
XX  ot  expect  that  the  progress  and  advance 
o£  that  part  of  the  Dominion  will  be  so 
x-^fcpid,  from  its  extreme  distance  from  the 
xzKarkets  of  the  world, — from  its  conse- 
q^aent  isolation, — shut  out,  as  they  are 
^rom  the  TJnited  States,  by  an  extreme 
Hon,' Sir  Alex,  CamphdL 


protective  policy — notwithstanding  all 
this,  British  Columbia  must  eventually 
become  a  great  power  in  the  Dominion; 
Vancouvers  Island  has  the  latitude  and 
climate  of  Britain,  with  coal  and  iron 
in  close  proximity ;  and,  as  regards 
the  mainland,  who  can  behold 
its  timber  and  fish,  its  mineral  wealth, 
including  the  precious  metals,  without 
forecasting  a  great  future  for  that  western 
territory,  and  believing  that  the  next 
generation  may  see  a  trade  of  increasing 
proportions  with  Japan,  China,  Austra- 
lia and- the  South  American  continent. 
The  question  we  have  at  present  to 
discuss  is  whether  the  Government 
of  the  Dominion  can  advantageously 
promote,  this  season,  a  pioneer  emi- 
gration to  British  Columbia  for  a  two- 
fold object, — firstly,  to  secure  labor  for 
the  construction  of  the  projected  railway, 
and,  secondly,  to  selfect  that-  labor  with  a 
view  to  ultimate  settlement  in  that  Pro- 
vince. I  do  n6t  entertain  a  single  doubt 
that  some  practical  scheme  may  be  de- 
vised which  will  not  only  not  throw  any 
expense  upon  the  Dominion,  but  success- 
fully jfurther  the  desirable  object  of 
throwing  in  there  an  industrious,  hardy 
and  valuable  population.  This  should  be 
a  joint  interest  or  contract  of  the  railway 
contractors  and  the  Government.  I 
do  not  say  that  Chinese  labor  should  not 
be  used,  but  we  all  know  that  they  come 
to  this  continent  with  one  uniform  object 
of  saving  money  to  return  to  their  own 
land  and  never  become  permanent 
settlers,  and  surely  it  is  our  interest  and 
policy  that  all  the  labor  employed 
should  be  with  a  view  to  ultimate  settle- 
ment;(for  of  what  utility  is  the  railway,if 
population  does  not  exist  there  to  use  it ; 
and  we  should  find  ourselves  in  the 
seriotis  position  of  operating  a  number 
of  Government  railways  with  large 
annual  deficits,  crushing  our  people  with 
burdensome  taxation  and  destroying  the 
public  credit.  Some  such  scheme  as  the 
following  could  be  carried  out  :  A  com- 
missioner or  agent  should  be  sent  home 
by  th«  contractors,  under  the  direction  of 
the  Government,  to  accomplish  the  object 
of  selecting  the  number  of  men  required, 
say  two  thousand  sober,  young  and  indus- 
trious men  from  the  rural  districts  of 
England,  Ireland  and  Scotland,  upon  the 
follovring  conditions  :  One  hundred  acres 
of  land  to  be  gmaranteed  to  each  able- 
11 
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bodied  maa  or  family.  The  whole  to  be 
transported  on  ships,  direct  from  Glas- 
gow, Liverpool  or  Dublin,  round  Gape 
Horn  to  New  Westminster  ;  the  whole 
expense  of  transport  to  be  recouped  bj 
the  men  out  of  their  first  year's  wages. 
The  expense  of  transport  would  be  about 
£18  per  head,  which  they  could  easily 
recoup  during  the  first  year,  receiving  as 
they  would,  upwards  of  $30  a  month  wages 
and  found.  It  is  surely  self-evident  that 
this  scheme  of  colonization  could  be 
carried  out  by  the  contractors  and  the 
Government  conjointly  without  ttntailing 
one  dollar's  expense  upen  the  Dominion. 
We  should  not  only  thus  get  the  railroad 
properly  constructed,  but  we  should  be 
securing  a  healthy  consuming  population 
for  that  territory,  contributing  indirectly 
to  the  revenue  of  the  Dominion.  I  hav© 
little  more  to  add,  further  than  to  express 
that  this  House  and  the  country  are 
deeply  indebted  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Ashcroft  (Mr.  Cornwall)  and  the 
other  senators  irom  British  Columbia, 
for  bringing  this  matter  before  Parlia- 
ment. Having  now  established  upon  a 
EO^id  basis  the  permanent  prospeiity  of 
those  Atlantic  Provinces,  we  are  in  a 
position  to  devote  mv>re  of  our  attention 
t  >  our  North  West  Territory  and  British 
Columbia.  We  are  making  no  sacrifice 
in  doing  so,  for  the  more  population  we 
can  throw  into  them,  the  greater  will  be 
our  aggregate  revenue,  and  the  sooner 
will  our  deficits  cease  to  exist.  We  have 
a  bright  future  for  the  Dominion  if  ihe 
Government  is  administered  with  a 
simple  regard  to  the  well  being  of  the 
whole  and  if  the  gi*eat  work  of  pro- 
gress and  development  is  carried  on 
with  prudence,  ability  and  care. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN  (Londonderry) 
— ^I  quite  agree  with  what  has  been  so 
ably  said  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Woodstock  as  to  the  importance  of 
British  Columbia,  and  the  desirability  of 
increasing  the  population  of  that  Province, 
as  well  as  of  the  whole  Dominion  ;  and 
I  also  believe,  with  him,  that  the  intro- 
duction of  immigrants  into  the  Pacific 
Province  must  be  on  a  joint  contract 
between  the  Dominion  Government  and 
the  railway  contractors.  But  I  think 
that  contract  has  already  been  made.  A 
contract  has  been  entered  into  for  the 
construction  of  125  miles  ot  railway  in 
British  Columbia  at  very  high  figures, 
Hon,  Mr.  Alexander, 


and  erery  tender  made  for  that  work  wa* 
based  on  the  scarcity  of  laborers,  and  the 
increased  cost  that  would  be  incurred  in 
importing  laborers  to  carry  on  the  work. 
The  consequence  was,  all  the  tenders  were 
very  much  higher  than  they  would  have 
been  for  similar  works  in  the  older  pro- 
vinces of  the  Donrinion.     Therefore,  the 
Government,    in   paying   the  enhanced 
price  for  that  contract,  are  actually  pay- 
ing for  the  importation  of  the  labor  that 
wUl  be  necessary  for  the  prosecution  ot 
the  work.     That  is  the  ae^al  position  in 
which  this  matter  stands,  and  it  is  there- 
fore the  duty  of   the  contractor,    it  is 
his     interest,     and     he    is    bound    to 
import     suflicient      labor      to     execute' 
the  work  within  a  given  time.     The  Do- 
minion is  thus  assisting  immigration  in 
the  enhanced   price  to  be  paid  for  the 
work.     The   only   proper   way  we    can 
expend  public  money  in  promoting  immi- 
gration is  in  the  construction  of  railwaya 
through   territory  that    is    suitable    for  • 
colonization  so  as  to  make  it  easily  acces* 
jsible  and  profitable  to  occupy.     We  have 
spent  a  great  deal  of  money  during  the 
last  eight  years  for  immigration  purposes. 
On  looking  over  the  returns,  I  find  that 
the  amount  expended  in  that  way  has 
been  about  two  millions  of  dollars,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  three-fourths  of  the 
immigrants  brought  to  this  country  by 
that  expenditure  have  passed  over  to  the 
United  States,  and  helped  to  swell  the 
stream  that  has  Iteen  pouring  into  the 
western      states,      ^hich    were      made 
attractive  and  accessible  by  thousands  of 
miles  of  railway  running  in  all  directions 
over  the    rich  prairies.     We  have  had 
our  great  North- West,  with  its  vast  un- 
equalled prairies  for  ten  years,  and  nearly 
the  whole   advantages  of  this    treasure 
have   been   for  that  period  lost,  because 
we  did  not  at  once  provide  rapid  con- 
nection with  that  land,  and  lay  down 
cheap  railways  over  the  fertile  stretches. 
The    Government    policy    has   hitherto 
looked  solely  to  a  great  highwa}  to  the 
Pacific  on  the  shortest  line.     Everything 
was  sacrificed  to  that  idea,  and  enormous- 
sums  were  expended  which,  under  a  diffe- 
rent policy,  might  have  been  avoided.     A 
happy  change  has,  however,  been  made  ;. 
we  have  now  all  rail  connection  with  that 
tenitory  ;  the    direction    of    the     rosd 
has    been  changed,   so   as    to   open  up 
for  settlement  our  own  fertile  prairies  ^ 
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we  are  now  fiurly  entered  upon  a  new 
era ;  we  have  taken  a  new  departure  and 
can  now  offer  to  our  own  people  who 
wish  to  go  west,  as  well  as  to  the  people 
of  older  countries,  the  same  inducements 
which  drew   so   many   to  the    western 
states.      It  is    painful   to   look   at  the 
Census  returns  of  the  United  States  and 
see  what  a  vast  number  of  Canadians 
have  settled  there,  chiefly  in  the  prairie 
states.     The  Census  of   1870,  ten  years 
ago,  shews  the  number  of  Canadian-born 
persons  there  as  492,772,  and  the  children 
bom  of  Canadian  parents  as  963,744, 
making  at  that  time  a  total  of  1,456,516 
as    Canadian-bom  and  their    offspring. 
Add  to  these  the  natural  increase  of  ten 
years,  and   we   have   1,865,725,   nearly 
two  millions  of  a  population  which  we 
have  lost  of   our  own  people,   to  say 
nothing   of    the  emigrants   from   other 
lands,  who  have  been  drawn  away  from 
us  by  the  greater  inducements  of  those 
western  states,  in  their  prairies  accessi- 
ble by  railways.     In  view  of  these  facts, 
it  was  high  time  that  we  adopted  such 
laeasures  as  will  tend  to  keep  within  our 
own  territory  the  people  bom  on  Cana- 
dian soil,  and,  at  the  same  time,  attract 
to  us  the  emigrants  of  other  lands.     We 
have  spent  too  much  money  and  time  in 
bringing  people  to  our  shores  who  will 
not  remain.      The  changed  policy  of  the 
Government  will,  I  am  sure,  lead  to  very 
different  results.     We  have  railway  con- 
nection with  the  great  North- West,  and, 
we  have  a  hundred  miles  of  railway  over 
those  fertile  plains  under  contract,  and 
under  the  changed  policy,  other  hundreds 
are  to   be  added,  which  will  form   an 
ineeistible  attraction  to  those  who  are 
seeking    new   locations   for  their  labor. 
The  history  of  the  western  states  shews 
conclusively  that  prairie  lands  are  only 
valuable    and  sought   for  as  they   are 
easily  accessible,  and  the  population  of 
those  states  has   only  followed  the  con- 
struction   of  railways.       The  State  of 
Illinois  had,  in   1820,  only  55,000,  but 
it  has  since  been  opened  up  by  railways, 
(more  than   7,000   miles  in  all)  and  iJie 
population     is    now     over     3,000,000. 
Mumeeota  was  admitted  to  the  Union  in 
1858 ;     in    1860    the    population    was 
173,855.     In   lrt64,    it    had  only  154 
miles  of  railway,  now  it  has  over  2,800 
miles  ;    in    1870,    the   population   was 
439,706  ;  in  1875  it  had  risen  to  659,559, 
Han.  Mr,  McLdcm, 


and  now  it  must  be  nearly  a  million.  In 
every  western  state  the  same  results^ 
are  found.  A  network  of  railways- 
has  been  laid  over  their  prairie 
lands,  a  population  has  been  drawn 
from  nearly  the  whole  world,  and 
Canada  has  lost  largely.  We  have 
changed  our  policy,  fortunately;  we  have 
reached  our  territory,  and  are  making  our 
rich  lands  available  by  railways  over 
them,  and  we  may  cei-tainly  count  on  the 
same  happy  results.  We  have  spent 
money  enough  abroad  on  immigration ;  let 
us  now  employ  all  our  means  in  develop- 
ing the  better  parts  of  our  own  territory, 
that  we  may  retain  our  own  p>eople  and 
have  an  attraction  that  will  draw  others- 
to  the  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— It  may  be  very 
true,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  tells  us,  that 
the  contractor  took  into  account  the  extra 
expense  of  getting  laborers  in  estimating 
for  his  conti-act,  but  the  object  of  the 
hon.  member  who  has  brought  this 
question  before  the  House  is  to  select 
laborers  of  such  acharacter  as  will  promote 
the  interests  of  the  Province  after  the  rail- 
way is  complete.  The  contractor  is  not 
bound  £,t  present  to  go  to  Europe  ;  he  is 
not  bound  to  go  out  of  the  Province  for 
labor,  and  the  presumption  is  that  if  he 
receives  no  asssistance,  such  as  has  been 
8ugg*-8ted  to  the  Government,  he  will 
employ  the  Chinese  labor  of  the  Pro- 
vince, and  there  will  be  an  additional 
influx  of  that  element  into  British  Col- 
umbia so  long  as  that  work  goes  on.  Now, 
is  this  desirable?  I  know  that  this 
influx  of  Chinese  population  along  the 
Pacific  coast  is  going  to  be  attended 
with  serious  consequences,  and  it  is  a 
problem  which  the  Government  must 
solve  at  no  distant  day.  If,  then,  the 
contractor  be  left  to  himself,  and  receive 
no  assistance  from  the  Government  of 
the  Dominion  in  bringing  in  such  labor 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  asked  the 
question  contemplates,  the  lesult  will  be 
that  the  Indians  and  Chinese  will  form 
the  greater  portion  of  the  population,  and 
the  whites — the  ruling  element — the 
smaller.  We  ought  to  take  into  account 
the  interests  of  the  people  of  the  Pacific 
coast,  and,  if  it  can  be  done  without  cost- 
ing the  Dominion  amy  outlay  but  what 
will  be  refunded,  we  should  endeavor  to 
induce  a  different  class  of  laborers  into 
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the  country  from  that  the  contractor  is 
likely  to  do  if  left  to  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  very 
glad  to  see  that  this  question  has  oome 
up  for  discussion.  It  is  well  known 
that  the  interests  of  the  Pacific  Railway 
were  not  to  be  subordinate  to  any  looal 
er  sectional  feelings,  but  the  projeet  was 
inaugurated  with  the  view  to  develop 
and  consolidate  the  political  unity  of 
the  whole  Dominion,  and  for  the  promo- 
tion of  imperial  and  national  interests. 
It  was  also  considered,  at  the  inception  of 
this  great  woik,  that  the  increased  im- 
migration and  sale  of  the  lands  of  the 
Dominion  contiguous  to  the  line  of  rail- 
way would  go  far  towards  building  the 
road  without  imposing  very  heavy 
burdens  on  the  people.  I  think  that  in 
all  our  actions  with  regard  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  Pacific  Railway  we 
shoul  I  endeavor,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
keep  i.i'iH  in  mind  in  legislating  upon  it. 
With  regavd  to  the  character  of 
the  labor  to  be  employed  in  the 
building  of  the  Pacific  Railway  my  views 
do  not  harmonize  with  those  of  my  hon. 
fiiends  from  British  Columbia.  I  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend  from  Londonderry, 
(Mr.  McLelan),  that  the  Government 
ought  not  to  subsidize  emigration,  and 
that  labor  will  be  found  ready  whenever 
there  is  permanent  and  continuous 
employment  We  are  giving  a  large 
amount  of  money  for  contracts  in  that 
country,  in  view  of  the  paucity  of  laborers 
and  the  expense  of  importing  labor  from 
other  countries,  therefore,  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  wise,  or  in  the  interests  of 
the  Dominion,  from  any  point  of  view,  to 
subsidize  imimigration  for  that  purpose, 
as  the  men  that  would  be  brought  by 
that  means  would  not  be  a  desirable  class 
of  settlers.  The  class  we  want  are  men 
who  have  sufficient  means  and  ambition 
to  make  homes  for  themselves  in  this 
country.  But  if  you  get  pauper  labor 
into  British  Columbia  at  an  expense  of 
at  least  $100  a  head,  the  probable  result 
will  be,  as  we  could  not  keep  them  con- 
tinually employed,  that  they  would  drift 
into  the  United  States  after  the  rail  way  was 
completed.  £ven  after  getting  them  here 
it  might  be  found  very  difficult  to  get 
them  to  work  or  to  collect  the  amount  of 
their  passage  money  out  of  their  wages. 
The  expenditure  of  so  many  millions  of 
.dollars  in  British  Columbia  alone  should, 
Hon,  Mr.  Work. 


I  think,  be  a  sufficient  inducement  to 
men  to  come  into  the  country  without 
supplementing  it  in  the  manner  proposed. 
I  believe  the  expenditures  on  our  public 
works  will  induce  those  Canadians,  that  the 
public  works  in  the  United  States  took 
away  from  us,  to  return  to  their  own 
country.  We  should  first  endeavor  to 
retain  our  own  people,  and  next  to  draw 
back  those  who  have  left  us,  before  seek- 
ing for  pau  per  im migration .  With  regard 
to  the  objection  raised  by  our  friends 
from  British  Columbia,  to  the  Chinese, 
I  must  say  that  I  think  that  that  race 
has  been  very  hardly  dealt  with.  I 
believe  all  my  hon.  friends  here  from 
British  Columbia  find  that  class  of  labor 
very  convenient,  very  willing,  very  inex- 
pensive, and  very  much  to  their  ewn 
benefit  as  domestic  servants.  It  is  very 
strange,  when  they  are  useful  in  that 
capacity,  that  they  should  be  considered 
unfit  for  any  other  labor,  and  when  the 
public  interest  is  concerned,  a  much 
higher  class  of  laborers  should  be  thought 
necessary.  The  Chinese  are  complained 
of  by  our  friends  fi*om  British  Columbia 
as  being  an  undesirable  class  of  settlers, 
even  on  moral  grounds,  and  yet,  strange 
to  say,  they  are  considered  good  domestic 
servants,  but  I  think  if  we  can  get  cheap 
labor  into  the  country  while  we  are  build- 
ing our  railway,  and  they  leave,  as  it 
has  been  contended  they  will,  after  the 
work  is  done,  then  there  can  be  no  harm 
in  their  coming  here.  The  Sandwich 
and  adjacent  islands  are  largely  settled 
with  this  race  of  people,  the  children  of 
the  sun,  and  it  is  well  known  that 
they  are  not  of  a  lower  grade  of  humanity 
than  the  other  inhabitants  of  those 
islands.  When  we  reflect  upon  the  fact 
that  the  Mongolians,  influenced  by  their 
prejudices  and  exclusiveness,  sought  for 
years  to  exclude  other  nations  from  their 
country  and  from  communicating  witk 
them,  and  that  ingress  into  China  was 
only  obtained  after  much  importunity 
and  after  a  long  struggle,  it  seems  unfair 
that  we  should  endeavor  to  refuse  them 
egress  through  the  wall  of  exclusiveness 
which  we  ourselves  have  broken  down. 
These  ''  inhabitants  of  the  sua,"  who  look 
upon  us  as  barbarians,  are  hardly  receiv- 
ing  fair  treatment  at  the  hands  of  Euro- 
peans. We  trade  with  them,  and  have 
made  money  out  of  them  ;  we  have  gone 
in  and  oi>ened  up  their  gates  for  egress,  as 
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it  were,  to  let  them  out  into  the  world ;  yet, 
when  the  pig-tailed  cuiTent  comes,  al- 
though they  are  willing  workers,  and 
although  we  require  cheap  labor  for  the 
construction  of  our  Pacific  Railway, 
we  look  upon  them  with  abhor- 
rence, and  efforts  are  ma(}e  to 
exclude  them  from  our  country.  I 
think  we  should  look  upon  this  question 
from  a  humanitarian  point  of  view,  and 
when  we  find  the  Chinese  are  willing 
to  come  amongst  us  and  to  submit  them- 
selree  to  the  rules  and  regulations  that 
govern  society,  they  should  be  placed  on 
the  same  footing  as  other  citizens. 
They  are  the  b^t  available  laborers 
we  have  at  present  for  constructing 
our  public  works  on  the  Pacific  coast, 
and  I  do  not  think  that,  by  subsidizing 
^European  immigi-ants  for  emuloy ment  on 
the  railway  in  British  Columbia,  we 
would  get  a  more  desirable  class  of  people. 
Therefore,  1  consider  it  would  be  better 
to  allow  the  matter  now  under  discussion 
to  rest  for  another  year  ;  at  all  events, 
until  experience  shews  whether  the  con- 
tractors will  find  it  necessary  to  import 
labor  for  l^e  prosecution  of  their  con- 
tracts, or  whether  it  will,  as  I  believe  it 
will,  flow  in  of  its  own  accord. 

Hon.   Mr.   NELSON—Being  a  new 
member  of  the  House,  it  was  not  my 
intention  to  take  a  part  in  this  debate, 
but  the  question  is  one  which  eo  closely 
afiTects  that  part  of  the  country  to  which 
I    belong   that  I   think   it  but  right  I 
should  say  something  on  the  subject.     I 
entirely  agree  with  what  my  hon.  col- 
league from  British  Columbia  has  said, 
and  I  think  that  certain  hon.  gentlemen 
in'  this  House  have  misapprehended   his 
intention.     It  was  not,  as  I  understand 
it,  to  ask  Government  to  grant  a  subsidy 
in   any  way,  but  simply  to  make  certain 
advances  which  should  be  repaid  by  the 
laborers  brought  into  the  country.     This 
is  not  a  question  of  cheap  labor  at  all,  it  is 
a  question  of  the  character  of  the  labor  to 
be  employed.      It  is  a  question  whether 
w^e  are  to  employ  white  laborers,  who  are 
likelj,  after  the  work  is  through,  te  be- 
come residents  of  the  country,  and  thus 
benefit,  not  only  British  Columbia,  but 
the  whole  of  the  Dominion  at  large.    That 
description  of  labor  is  the  kind  which  I 
think  my  hon.  friend  has  asked  for,  and 
which  we  want.     It  seems  but   natural 
that    unless    a    contractor    finds    white 
Hon.  Mr.  Kavlbach. 


labor  more  valuable  than  Chinese  labor, 
he  will  not  pay  more  for  it.  One  hon. 
gentleman  said  that  the  country  is  pay- 
ing a  large  amount  for  the  construction 
of  that  section  of  the  railway  in  conse- 
quence of  the  diflicuUy  of  obtaining 
labor.  That  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  *  matter  at  all.  The 
Chinese,  as  has  been  explained,  come 
into  the  country,  remain  in  it  for  a  short 
time,  bringing  with  them,  to  a  certain 
extent,  pestilence,  and  are  an  undesirabb 
class  of  people  altogether.  They  make 
▼®ry  good  servants  when  you  cannot  get 
better.  Wo  have  to  eo^ploy  them  in 
British  Columbia  as  household  servants 
simply  because  we  have  not  enough 
white  people  calculated  to  furnish  that 
description  of  labor  in  our  Province. 
The  Chinese,  after  making  a  certain 
amount  of  money,  leave  the  country, 
and  I,  for  one,  am  very  glad  that  they 
do.  I  think  that  the  great  danger  to  be 
apprehended  in  future,  when  we  con- 
sider the  fact  that  there  ar«^  four  or  five 
hundred  millions  of  peo])la  in  China, 
and  that  hordes  of  these  people  are 
coming  to  this  continent,  is  that  they 
will  not  return  to  their  native  land. 
I  feel  very  strongly  upen  this  subject,  and 
I  feel  also  that  the  importance  of  British 
Columbia  has  not  yet  been  understood 
by '  either  the  Parliament  or  people  of 
this  country.  The  riches  of  that  pro- 
vince have  not  been  dreamed  of,  even 
by  the  people  who  are  resident  there. 
One  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of  the  blow 
progress  of  British  Columbia,  but  since 
our  union  with  Canada  there  has  been 
considerable  advance.  The  first  year 
after  we  came  into  the  union,  the  customs 
revenue  of  the '  Province  was  $247,000, 
to-day  it  is  more  than  double  that 
amount.  I  find  that  in  the  short  period 
of  eight  years,  that  country  which  has 
been  sneered  at  by  the  people  of  Canada 
generally,  and  especially  by  certain  mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons,  has  more 
than  doubled  the  amount  of  its  contribu- 
tions to  the  revenue  of  the  Dominion,  and 
I  contend  that  its  progress  has  not  been 
slow  and  that  when  it  has  once  been  opened 
up  to  settlement,  ani  means  of  commu- 
nication have  been  obtained  with  the 
fertile  lands  east  of  the  Cascade  range,  it 
will  develop  very  fast.  1  am  satisfied 
that,  before  another  period  of  eight  years 
has   passed  over,  British   Columbia  will 
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shew  that  all  this  expenditure  for  rail- 
way purposes  will  be  warranted  by  the 
great  progress  that  it  will  hare  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANB— I  am 
sure  that  we  should  all  thoroughly  sym- 
pathise with  our  friends  from  British 
Columbia  in  their  dislike  ^  the  Chi- 
nese race.  They  certainly  should  be, 
and  are,  much  better  able  to  judge 
of  that  description  of  population  than 
we  in  the  eastern  provinces,  who  have 
never  mingled  with  it.  There  can 
be  no  doubt,  from  what  is  taking  place  in 
iSan  Fi-ancisco,  that  there  is  intense  hos- 
tility to  the  CblDese  on  the  Pacific  coast. 
So  strong  has  that  hostility  become  that 
they  are  now  seeking  shelter  in  New 
York,  and  it  is  probable  that  they  will 
all  be  driven  out  of  California.  If  any- 
thing can  reasonably  be  done  to  pi^event 
the  immigration  of  the  Chinese  into 
British  Columbia,  it  should  be  done  ;  but 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  our  friends  in 
that  Province  need  not  be  afraid  of  a  want 
of  population  to  construct  their  public 
works.  Whenever  it  is  known  that  there 
is  employment  for  labor  in  any  place, 
laborera  will  flock  there.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Londondeny  (Mr.  McLelan)  has 
described  the  exodus  of  our  people  to  the 
United  States.  What  took  them  there  1 
Was  it  not  to  better  their  circumstances, 
and  to  find  employment  that  they  could 
not  procure  at  home?  When  gold 
was  discovered  in  California,  people 
swarmed  there  to  work  in  the  mines, 
and  cities  were  built  up  which 
were  afterwards  abandoned  when  the 
mines  became  exhausted.  As  soon  as  it 
is  known  that  we  are  constructing  public 
works  in  British  Columbia  and  that 
constant  employment  can  be  found  there, 
the  contractor  will  expeiience  no  diffi- 
culty in  getting  laborers.  We  will 
attract  population  from  the  United 
States  just  as  that  country  ha^i  drawn 
population  from  us.  It  would  be  very 
expensive  to  convey  laborers  by  sailing 
vessels  from  England  to  British  Columbia, 
and  it  is  not  likely  to  be  an  attractive 
course  of  emigration  to  the  people  of  the 
mother  land.  We  are  in  ho|>es  that  large 
numbers  will  come  from  Ireland  to  make 
homes  for  themselves  in  this  country,  but 
they  never  would  care  to  undertake  the 
long  and  tedious  voyage  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Ashcroft.  They  will 
settle,  we  hojie,  in  our  fertile  North- 
ffon.  Mr.  Nelson, 


West.  The  contractor  for  the  building 
of  the  railroad  in  British  Columbia  need 
not  expect  to  get  laborers  from  the 
Mother  Country,  but  he  will  get  the  very 
class  he  wants  from  the  neighboring 
States,  and  if  our  Pacific  Province  is  at 
all  like  what  it  is  described  to  be,  they 
will  settle  thei*e  and  be  a  benefit  to  the 
Dominion  at  large  and  that  portion  of  it 
in  particular.  In  that  way  they  will  be 
enabled  to  keep  clear  of  the  dreaded 
Chinese  labor.  While  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  who 
has  taken  such  praiseworthy  steps 
to  attract  immigration  into  this  country, 
will  be  disposed  to  do  all  in  his  power 
to  aid  the  contractors  in  the  construction 
of  the  railway  in  British  Columbia,  it 
would  not  be  wise  or  necessary  to  spend 
large  sums  to  procure  laborers  fi*om 
England.  My  hon.  friend  from  Ashcroft 
(Mr.  Cornwall)  has  done  very  well  to 
bring  this  matter  before  the  Senate,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  he  is  anxious  to  see 
the  section  of  the  country  with  which  he 
is  so  closely  identified,  settled  by  a  de- 
sirable population,  but  I  am  disposed  to 
think  that  it  will  flow  into  the  Province 
in  the  manner  that  I  have  indicated, 
from  the  neighboring  States. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— It  is  not  at  all 
surpiising  that  the  hon.  Senators  from 
British  Columbia  should  be  a  unit  upon 
this  question.  In  all  of  our  provinces 
we  have  large  portions  of  the  country 
still  unsettled,  and  it  is  desirable  to  draw 
within  their  borders  a  class  of  valuable 
settlers.  The  building  of  the  Pacific 
Railway  presents  an  opportunity  to  hold 
out  more  than  usual  inducements  for  that 
purpose.  But  my  hon.  friends  should 
remember  that,  to  induce  settlers  to  come 
to  any  country  or  province  there  should 
be  local  legislation  and  local  efiort  to 
attrect  emigrants ;  they  should  not  depend 
solely  upon  the  exertions  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  the  funds  of  the 
Dominion.  We  do  not  find  the  Grovern- 
ment  of  the  United  States  offering  any- 
thing in  addition  to  the  inducements 
held  out  by  individuals  and  corporations 
to  attract  emigrants  to  that  country. 
We  should,  in  the  same  way,  rely  upon 
local  effort  and  the  natural  resources  of 
this  country  to  attract  immigration 
and  colonize  our  wild  lands.  If  mj 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Cornwall)  intends  that 
the      Dominion     Government      should 
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not  incar  any  expense  but  what  the  rail- 
way contractors  would  guarantee  would 
be  recouped  to  the  country,  I  take  it  that 
his  request  is  a  legitimate  and  fair  one, 
but  M  he  ask  that  the  Government  shall 
expend  a  large  amount  of  money  to  bring 
emigrants  to  British  Columbia,  and  run 
the  risk  of  the  emigrants  themselves 
repaying  the  exi>enses  so  incurred,  ho  is 
asking  more  than  should  be  demanded 
from  the  public  treasury. 

Hon.  Mr,  CORNWALL— What  I 
said  was  this  j  I  proposed,  in  the  first 
place,  that  the  contractors  and  the 
laborers  engaged  in  England  should 
undertake,  on  their  part,  to  repay  the 
Government  the  money  advanced. 

Hon.    Mr.    REESOR— That     would 
leave   the   Government   to   look  to   the 
laborer  for  a  portion  of  the  expenses  to 
be  refunded  ;  but,  if  the  contractor  him- 
self would  take  the  whole  responsibility, 
and  allow  the  Government  to  retain,  out 
of  the  amount  of  the  contract,  the  money 
advanced  to  bring  out  the  emigrants,  then 
it   would   seem   reasonable   enough.     If 
the   contractor    would     not   consent  to 
that,  I  do  not    think  the   Grovemment 
should  incur  the  risk.     It  has  already 
been   remarked   that  the  terms  of   the 
contract  are  of  such  a  character  as  to 
indicate  that  a  larger    sum    has    been 
allowed  for  the  work  on  •  account  of  the 
scarcity    of  labor  in   British  Columbia 
and  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  it.     That 
being  the  case,  I  do  not  think  the  Gov- 
ernment should  be  asked   to  do   more 
than  they  would  be  guaranteed  repay- 
ment for.     A  good  deal  of  anxiety  has 
been    felt     with     regard    to     the    in- 
flux    of      Chinese      to      the      Pacific 
coast,  but  it  seems  to  me  that,  if  we  can 
get  labor  for    one-half   what  our  own 
people  are  prepared  to  work  for,  and,  if 
it  \a  right   that  private  individuals  in 
British   Columbia    should    avail    them- 
selves of  this  cheap  labor,  1  do  not  see 
why  the    Government    should    not,  to 
some  extent,  be  allowed  to  take  advan- 
tage of  it  also  in  the  construction  of  the 
Pacific  Railway.     If  it  is  right  in  the 
one  case,  it  certainly  should  be  right  in 
the  other.     If   the    people    of    British 
Columbia  are  anxious  to  have  a  better 
class  of  immigration — a  class  who  would 
make    desirable    settlers — they    should, 
J>y  legislation  and    by    free    grants  of 
Eon,  Mr.  Eeeaor. 


land,    endeavor   to     induce    Europeans 
and       the       surplus      labor      of      the 
older     parts     of     the     Dominion     to 
go  out  there  and  assist  in  building  the 
Pacific  t<ailway,and,  after  it  is  completed, 
secure  them  as  settlers  in  the  Province. 
I  think  we  have  been  a  little  reckless  in 
our  legislati  »n  during  the  last  ten  years. 
Our  public  debt  has  about  doubled  since 
Confederation,  and  our  annual  payment 
of  interest  has  been  increased  during  the 
same  prfiod  from  five  millions  to  nearly 
ten  millions  of  dollars,  and  there  is  no 
probability  of  that  increase  being  checked. 
It   is   likely   to   go   on,  and    we  should 
endeavor    to    restrain   the   Government 
rather  than  hold  out  inducements  to  them 
to     incur     larger     expenses     than     are 
absolutely   necessary   to  carry    on    the 
public  works  of  the  country.     We  should 
not,  by  the  expression  of  opinion  in  this 
House  or  elsewhere,  induce  them  to  take 
any   step   that   will   increase  the  public 
debt  or  to  commit   the  country   to   any 
engagement  that  has  not   already  been 
pledged.     My  hon.  friend  from  London- 
derry (Mr.  McLelan)  has  referred  to  the 
large   eniigiation    from   this   country  to 
the  United  States,  and  the  desirability 
of    doing     something      to     retain     our 
own  people  in  our  own  country.     Has 
our  legislation,  the   last  few  years,  had 
that  tendency  ?     I   question   very   much 
if    it  had.       I   think   it   has   had     the 
contrary  effect.     I  know   that  many  of 
the   farmers   of  Ontario  who  are  selling 
out  their  farms  to  go  West  do  not  go  to 
the  North -West,    but   to    the    Western 
States.     The  tendency   of   the   National 
Policy — I  mention  it  not  as  a  mere  po- 
litical  matter,  not  as  a  matter   ot  party 
loss  or  pn^rty  gain — is  to  operate  unfavor- 
ably on   the  business    of    the    country 
throughout  a  large  portion  of  the  Domin- 
ion.    The  tendency  of  that  legislation  is 
to  induce  our   sturdy  Canadian   agricul- 
turists  to  go  to  the    Western   States. 
There  is  evidence  of  it  in  the  newspaper 
reports  continually  before  us.     We  find 
that,  although   efforts   have   been   made 
and  inducements   have  been  held  out  to 
encourage    manufactures,    these    efforts 
have  been  confined  too  much  to  two  or 
three   branches  of  trade,   while   others 
have  been  allowed  to  languish  and  suffer. 
The  tendency  of  our  legislation  should 
rather  be  to  encourage  the  trade  of  our 
own  country  and  develop  its  natural  re- 
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•  sources,  instead  of  discouraging  our 
people  and  sending  them  out  of  the 
oonntry  to  enjoj  adranta)i;es  that  they 
are  not  allowed  to  have  at  home. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLEIiAN— I  did  not 
catch  the  hon.  gentleman's  remarks  as  to 
where  he  said  the  people  were  going  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— They  are  going, 
many  of  them,  to  the  Western  States, 
insteieid  of  to  Manitoba  and  our  North- 
West 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN — Then  they  are 
going  to  where  they  can  enjoy  more  pro- 
t^tion  than  they  have  here, 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR.— I  wiah  to  in- 
form  my  hon.  friend  of  this  fact :  that, 
while  we  have  been  imposing  duties 
upon  the  products  of  the  United  States, 
we  have  been  interfering  with  the  trade 
of  this  country.  One  of  the  most  im- 
portant branches  of  trade  that  has  sprung 
up  in  Canada  within  the  last  few  years  is 
that  of  the  breeding  and  feeding  of  live 
stock — cattle  and  sheep — for  shipment 
to  the  English  market.  It  is  well 
known  that  while  we  had  free  trade 
with  the  United  States  we  could  import 
western  com  duty  free,  and  feed  been 
cattle  as  cheaply  as  our  neighbors  across 
the  line.  After  having  fed  it  we  could 
ship  it  as  cheaply  to  England  as  our 
neighbors ;  but  by  placing  a  duty  of 
com  we  have  injured  the  stock  raising 
and  one  of  the  most  (if  not  the  most) 
valuable  industries  of  the  country.  I 
know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  in  the 
city  of  Toronto,  where  large  stock  sales 
have  taken  place  during  the  last  three 
or  four  months,  a  large  number  of  store 
cattle  that  should  have  been  fattened  in 
this  country  were  sold  to  farmers  from 
the  State  of  New  York  and  taken  across 
the  line  and  fed  there,  because  they  could 
buy  com  cheaper  there  than  we  could  in 
Canada.  They  could  get  western  com 
without  paying  duty  on  it,  and,  after  the 
cattle  are  fattened,  they  can  ship  them 
to  England  with  all  the  advantages  that 
we  have  in  transporting  them  from  here. 
I  am  still  in  hopes  that  the  Govemment 
may,  in  a  few  years,  see  the  folly  of  that 
kind  of  legislation.  No  matter  what 
may  be  said  with  regard  to  the  manu- 
facturers, there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
lai^gest  resources  we  possess  in  this 
country  are  in  our  lands,  and  whatever  | 
Hon,  Mr,  Reesor, 


interferes  with  the  development  and 
productions  of  these  lands  retards  the- 
prosperity  of  this  country. 

The  subject  was  then  dropped. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (8)  "  To  amend  the  Act  respect- 
ing Joint  Stock  Companies  to  construct 
works   to   facilitate  the  transmission  of 
timber  down  rivers  and  streams." — Mr. 
Scott.) 

The  House  adjourned  at  4.45  p.m. 


TttE  SENATE. 
Wednesday,  March  17th,  1880, 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  threa 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 

Bill  (22)  "  Further  to  amend  the  Act 
therein  cited,  incorporating  the  Canada 
Guarantee  Company." — (Mr.  Ferrier.) 

Bill  (23)  "  To  give  certain  powers  to 
the  Compagnie  Francaise  du  Tdl^rapho 
de  Paris  it  New  York."— (Mr.  Trudel.) 

Bill  (E)  "To  incorporate  the  Sault 
Ste.  Marie  Railway  and  Bridge  Com- 
pany."— (Mr.  Allan.) 

Bill  (F)  "  For  the  relief  of  Perma- 
nent Building  Societies  and  Loan  Com- 
panies."— (Mr.  Aikins.) 

COMMERCIAL    TRAVELLERS'     ASSOCI- 
ATION BILL. 

^THIRD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU  moved  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (24)  "  To  incorporate  the 
Dominion  Commercial  Travellers*  Asso- 
ciation." 

The  Bill  was  read  and  passed. 

THE  EASTER  HOLIDAYS. 
MOTION   TO   ADJOURN   AGREED  TO. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  moved  :— 
<*  That  when  this  House  adjourns  on  Friday 

next,  the  1 9th  instant,  it  do  stand  adjonraod 

until  Tuesday  the  30th  instant." 

He  explained    that  out  of    the  eleven 
days   between   the   19tk  and  the  30th, 
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eight  were  holidays  either  by  Statute  or 
otiberwise,  and,  at  the  most,  only  three 
days  oould  be  lost  by  the  adjournment. 
It  was  customary  in  Enfi;land  to  take  a 
recess  of  some  days  at  Easter. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
tliat,  on  inquiry,  he  had  ascertained  from 
the  proper  officer  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, that  it  was  possible  some  private 
bills  would  come  up  from  that  Chamber 
daring  the  next  few  days.  It  rested 
with  the  House  to  say  whether  they 
should  adjourn  or  remain  in  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  KATJLBACH  opposed  the 
adjournment,  unless  the  Government 
would  assume  the  responsibility  of  ask- 
ing for  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  protested 
against  the  adjournment,  and  thought  it 
was  deplorable  that  the  Senate  should  be 
called  upon,  towards  the  close  of  the 
session,  to  take  action  under  pressure 
upon  a  large  number  of  important  mea- 
sures. 

Hon.Mr.DICKEY  said  that  there  wm 
plenty  of  business  now  before  the  House 
and  coming  up  from  the  Commons  to 
occupy  its  time  until  the  middle  of  next 
week.  He,  therefore,  moved,  in  amend- 
ment, that  the  House  adjourn  from 
Wednesday  next,  the  24th  instant,  to 
Toesday,  the  30th  instant,  at  7.30  p.m. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLE  ROSE  said  that 
the  days  included  in  that  period  were 
holidays^  at  any  rate. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL  thought  that 
the  adjournment  proposed  in  the  amend- 
ment was  long  enough  to  allow  most  of 
t^  members  to  visit  their  homes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH  contended  that  the 
public  business  would  not  suffer  by  the 
adjournment,  and  said  that  the  opposi- 
tion to  it  came  from  senators  from  the 
distant  provinces,  who  could  not  spend 
the  holidays  at  their  homes. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWL  AN,  though  a  repre- 
sentative of  one  of  the  most  distant 
provinces,  had  no  objection  to  the 
adjournment. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost — 
contents  29,  non-contents  33. 

The  Senate  then  divided  on  the  orig- 
inal motion,  wbioh  was  adopted  on  the 
following  vote  :       / 
Hon.  Mr,  Bdlerose. 
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Reesor, 

Ryan, 

Satherland, 

Vidal, 

Wark.— 28. 


FISHERIES  OF  BRITISH  COLUMBIA. 
MOTION   FOR  A   RETURN. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON  moved  :— 
«  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to- 
His  Excellency  the  Governor-General,  praying 
that  His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before 
this  House,  copies  of  all  Correspondence 
between  the  Government  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  and  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  or  with  Her  Majesty's  imperial  Govern- 
ment, connected  with  the  extending  to  the 
Province  of  British  Columbia  thnt  portion  of 
the  Washington  Treaty  contained  in  c  ause  21 
of  said  Treaty,  which  provides  that  fish  oil  and 
fish  of  all  kinds  (except  fish  of  inland  lakes 
and  of  rivers  fiilling  into  them,  and  except  fis  h 
preserved  in  oil)  being  the  produce  of  the 
Fisheries  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  or  of 
Prince  Edward  Island,  or  of  the  United  States, 
shall  be  admitted  into  each  country  respec - 
tively  free  of  duty." 

Ho  said  :  The  question  to  which  this 
motion  refers  is  one  of  verj  great  im- 
portance to  British  Columbia,  and  of  no 
mall  intei*est  to  the  Dominion  at  large. 
The   position   which   British    Columbia 
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-oocupies,  as  compai-ed  with  that  of  all  the 
other  provinces  in  the  Confederation,  in 
regard  to  the  Washington  Treaty,  is  an 
-anomalous  one.  liis  a  position  which  wein 
British  (Columbia  are  beginning  to  feel 
very  seriously  indeed.  Foi  some  time  after 
the  ratification  of  the  Washington  Treaty, 
the  admission  of  the  fish  and  fish  oils  of 
British  Columbia  into  the  United  States 
markets  was  of  very  little  importance  to 
us,  because  it  is  only  of  late  that  the 
fisheries  of    that   Province    have    been 
developed  to  any  great  extent.     1  refer 
more  particularly  to  the  salmon  fisheries 
and  ijie  trade  in  canned  fish.     During 
the  past  three  or  four  yeara,  that  business 
has  developed  from  almost  nothing  at  all, 
until  it  has  become  very  large  and  im- 
portant.    In  the  fiscal  year  ending  30th 
June,  1879,  the  exports  of  fish  and  fish 
oils    from    British     Columbia     reachei 
$633,493,   and   this    represents   a   very 
small  amount  indeed  to  what  we  may 
fairly    expect    it     will     reach    in    the 
near       future.         Until       last       year, 
the     greiit     market     for     the    salmon 
canned  on  the  Pacific  coast,  both  on  the 
Columbia  river  and  in  British  Columbia, 
was  London  ;  but,  in  the  season  that  has 
just  passed,  the  prices  that  ruled  in  that 
market  ceased  to  be  profitable,   and  the 
exports  of  canned  salmon  from   British 
Columbia  shewed  a  very  decided  falling 
off  in  consequence.    While  this  depression 
prevailed  in  London,  resulting  from  the 
general  dullness  of  trade  in  Great  Britain, 
a  demand  for  canned  salmon  sprung  up 
throughout     the     United     States,    and 
especially  in  San  Francisco,  where  large 
quantities  of  fish  were  bought  at  a  consider- 
able advance  on  the  prices  of  the  London 
market  and  sent  to  the  eastern  towns,  and 
a  good  deal  of  it,  I  believe,  found  its  way  in- 
to Cana  ^a.  Not  having  the  advantages  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Washington  Treaty, 
we  in  British  Columbia  could  not  avail 
ourselves  of  the  opportunity  to  supply 
a  market  so  convenient  to  us,  and  from 
which   a   profitable    return   could   have 
been  derived ;  and  as  a  consequence,  the 
canneries  in  British   Columbia  were  not 
carried  on  to  the  same  extent  as  in  the 
preceding  year.      In  fact  they  have  only 
been  worked  for  the  purpose  of  using  up 
the  cans  and  other  material  they  had  on 
hand  at  the  time,  and  not  with  a  view  of 
a  profitable  return.     Now,  this  trade  in 
San  Francisco  is  entirely  new;  it  has 
Hon,  Mr,  Nelson. 


sprung  into  existence  almost  wholly  with- 
in the  past  year,  prior  to  which,  the  ship- 
ments of  salmon  to.  the  eastern  states 
were  very  small  indeed.     It  is  altogether 
likely  that  the  trade  will  increase  in  the 
future  enormously.      It  is  only   in   its 
infancy  at  present,  and  may  be  expected 
to  assume  just  aa  large  proportions  as  the 
trade  in  canned    lobsters    and    fish   in 
our     eastern     provinces,    and    possibly 
very      much      latter.       The      canning 
business     has     grown      very      rapidly 
on  the  Columbia  Biver.     Eight  or  ten 
years  ago  there  was  no  such  trade  there 
at  all,  whilst  now  the  exports  from  the 
Columbia  River  alone  reach  the  value  of 
from   four   to   five   millions   of    dollars 
annually.     Although  the  Fraser  River  is 
not  so  large,  and  is  incapable  of  producing 
such  an  amount  of  fish  as  the  Columbia 
River,  the  production  of  salmon  there  can 
be  developed  enormously,  and  there  are 
a  number  of  other  rivers  in  the  Province 
where  the  fisheries  are  almost  as  good  zb 
on  the  Fraser ;  but  we  can  never  expect 
that  trade  to  assume  very  great  propor- 
tions when  we  are  shut  out  from  the 
^Imerican     market.       In     this    respect 
British      Columbia      has     not     exactly 
been    fairly   treated.      We    have    been 
absolutely     forgotten    in     this    treaty,         ^ 
British  Columbia  might  and  should  have 
been  relieved  from  her  false  position,  in 
regard  to   this   Treaty,  in  dealing  with 
the  Fishery   Award,  but  her  claims  have 
been  either  carelessly  forgotten  or  wan- 
tonly neglected.     There  is  another  ques- 
tion  to   which  I  wish  to  allude,  though, 
not  being  a  lawyer,  I  do  not  express  a 
positive   opinion  on  it.     I  refer  to  the 
fact  that   Clause  2 1  of    the  Washington 
Treaty  only  provides  that  fish  caHght  in 
the   United   States  are  to  be  admitted 
into   this  country  free  of  duty.     Now, 
I  am  of  opinion  that  this  does  not  include 
the  fish  caught  in  the  territories  belong- 
ing  to   the   United   Stat-es.      Columbia 
River,  on  which  the  salmon  canneries  are 
situated,   flows    between    the  'State    of 
Oregon   and  Washington  territory,  and 
I  take  it,  from  the  reading  of  this  clause, 
that  fish  caught  and  canned  on  the  north 
aide  of  the  river,  which  is  in  Washington 
territory,   should    not  be  admitted  free 
of  duty   into    the    Dominion.      Never- 
theless,   I    know    that     it    does    come 
into   Canada    on  the    same    terms     as 
fish  caught  in  the   Ubited  States.      A 
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!great  proportion  of  the  people  here 
believe  that,  in  receiving  Columbia  River 
salmon,  they  are  getting  salmon  caught 
in  British  Columbia  watera.  I  met  a 
gentleman  from  Hamilton  who  told  me 
that  he  had  been  getting  from  salmon 
British  Columbia,  and  that  it  was  much 
superior  to  the  salmon  that  came  from  the 
St.  Lawrence,  I  told  him  that  the  salmon 
he  spoke  of  must  be  from  Columbia  River, 
.as  not  a  single  case  of  our  fish  had  come 
across  the  continent  jet  The  position 
of  JBritash  Columbia  under  the  Washing- 
ton Treaty  is  a  very  bad  one.  The  ish 
caught  on  the  Pacific  coast  of  the  United 
States  are  admitted  free  into  this 
<K)UDtry,  but  our  fish  caught  on  the 
Pacific  coast  are  not  admitted  on  the 
tjame  terms  into  the  United  States.  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  know  that  some 
attempt  has  been  made  on  the  part  of  the 
Dominion  Grovernment  to  have  this 
grievance  redressed,  but  I  have  never 
learned  that  any  such  action  has  been 
taken.  Not  only  is  our  position  a  bad 
one,  but  I  also  consider  that  the  position 
of  the  Dominion  in  regard  to  the  matter 
is  a  very  undignified  one,  and  one  which 
the  people  of  the  United  States  would 
not  tolerate  if  any  portion  of  their 
country  occupied  it.  What  makes  this 
j)articularly  hard  is  that  British  Colum- 
bia was  practically  a  portion  of  the  Con 
federation  when  the  treaty  was  passed  on 
the  8th  May,  1871,  though  it  did  not 
formally  enter  the  Union  until  the  1st 
July  following.  The  terms  of  the 
union  had  been  agreed  to  by  the  British 
Columbia  Legislature  and  by  the  Domin- 
ion Parliament  some  two  or  thi*ee  months 
before  that,  and  certainly  arrangements 
could  have  been  made,  and  should  have 
been  made,  to  secure  for  us  the  same 
privileges  tliat  the  other  provinces  enjoy 
under  that  Treaty.  I  think  Parlia- 
ment cannot  deny  that  the  country 
stands  in  a  position  from  which 
it  should  be  relieved  if  possible,  and  that 
the  Dominion  Government  should  urge 
the  Imperial  authorities  to  place  us  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  other  provinces. 
If  nothing  can  be  done  in  thai  way, 
some  allowance  slould  be  made — some- 
thing in  the  shape  of  a  bonus  on  all  fish 
exportod  to  the  United  States,  for  com 
sumption  there,  or  encouragement  to  the 
fisheries  of  Biitish  Columbia,  of  some 
kind  or  other  —  as  compensation  for 
Eon,  Mr,  Nelson, 


the  unfair  position    in   which  they  are 
placed. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  was  not 
aware  that  any  greater  duty  was  exacted 
on  fish  or  fish  oils  shipped  from  British 
Columbia  to  the  United  States  than  that 
collected  on  the  price  of  the  cans  in  which 
they  were  packed.  If  British  Columbia 
was  a  part  of  the  Dominion  at  the  time 
of  the  signing  of  the  Treaty,  then  she 
ought  to  share  in  all  the  rights  and 
privileges  guaranteed  under  it.  I  cannot 
see  how  the  United  States  authorities 
can  exact  a  duty  on  British  Columbia 
fish,  unless  it  is  done  under  Clause  21, 
which  excepts  fish  caught  in  inland  lakes 
and  rivers  emptying  into  such  lakes,  from 
the  benefits  of  the  Treaty.  Supposing 
salmon  from  the  canneries  of  British 
Columbia  were  shipped  to  Montreal, 
there  would  be  no  reason  why  M.ontreal 
merchants  could  not  ship  them  to  the 
United  States,  and  the  only  duty  they 
wbuld  be  subject  to  would  be  what  they 
would  have  to  pay  on  the  price  of  the 
cans,  which  has  been  a  long  vexed  ques- 
tion with  Prince  Edward  Island  and 
other  Maritime  Provinces  also.  They  sell 
their  canned  fish  and  fish  products  to 
the  Cnited  States,  and  I  have  yet  to  learn 
that  duties  have  been  collected  on  the  fish 
and  fish  oils  in  the  United  States  Custom 
House.  Can  my  hon.  friend  say  if  the 
United  States  authorities  have  refused  to 
allow  fish  from  British  Columbia  to  be 
admitted  free  of  duty  1 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— Yes ;  they  have 
refused  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  HO WLAN— It  seems  to 
me  that  the  only  objection  that  could  be 
taken  to  the  fish  going  in  free  of  duty,  is, 
that  they  were  caught  in  inland  lakes 
and  rivers  emptying  into  lakes,  because 
the  Treaty  only  exempts  from  duty  the 
fish  taken  on  the  shores  of  both  countries. 
Unless  my  hon.  friend  can  state  positive- 
ly that  a  duty  was  imposed  on  fish 
caught  on  the  coast,  I  do  not  see  how  the 
Grovernment  are  to  be  blamed  for  not 
looking  into  the  matter.  If,  at  the  time 
the  treaty  was  i-atified,  British  Columbia 
was  a  portion  of  Canada,  then  she  comes 
under  the  provisions  of  that  treaty.  I 
do  not  think  there  was  an  oversight,  but 
if  there  was,  a  commission  can  again 
issue  to  set  the  matter  at  rest.  But  I 
think   my  hen.   friend   will  find   that  a 
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mistake  has  occurred  in  the  United  States 
Custom  House,  perhaps  at  San  Francisco, 
and  the  groimd  they  take  is  that  the  fish 
canned  in  these  canneries  were  caught  in 
inland  lakes,  or  rivers  emptying  into 
them. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— In  reply 
to  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  would  Scate  that 
the  Treaty  of  Washington  was  ratified  in 
May,  1871,  and  British  Columbia  came 
into  the  Union  in  July  of  the  same  year ; 
that  is  where  the  difficulty  arises,  as  the 
United  States  authorities  contend  that 
the  Province,  not  being  a  portion  of  the 
confederation  when  the  Treaty  was 
signed,  it  does  not  come  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Treaty,  and  on  these 
grounds  have  refused  to  acknowledge  our 
rights.  I  hope  hon.  gentlemen  will  not 
consider  that  British  Columbia  is  taking 
up  too  much  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  but  the  question  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  Senator  from  New  Westmin- 
ster (?J.r.  Nelson)  is  one  of  considei-able 
importance,  not  only  affecting  our  Pro 
vince,  but  the  whole  Dominion.  Any- 
thing which  can  be  done  to  promote  and 
increase  trade  in  any  one  province  will 
be  beneficial  to  the  whole  country. 
If  we  can  find  a  market  within  five  or 
six  days'  travel  of  our  Province,  instead 
of  having  to  send  our  fish  and  oil  to 
England,  Australia  or  South  America, 
where  our  principal  markets  now  are,  on 
a  voyage  of  four  to  five  months,  it 
would  be  a  great  boon,  and  saving  of 
time  and  money.  In  die  one  case,  we 
could  have  returns  in  30  or  40  days, 
whereas,  in  the  other,  it  would  be  fully 
200  days  before  returns  could  be  received. 
It  is  a  curious  fact  that,  last  year,  salmon 
would  have  commanded  as  high  a  price 
in  San  Francisco  as  in  England,  but  we 
couH  not  take  advantage  of  that  market 
owing  to  the  high  duties  which  met  us 
on  the  very  threshold  of  the  United 
States.  The  length  of  the  voyage  to 
England,  the  high  freights,  the  interest 
represented  by  the  value  of  the  cargo, 
together  with  the  length  of  time  before 
returns  can  be  had.  act  most 
injuriously  on  new  industries,  such 
as  they  are  in  British  Columbia; 
and  anything  which  can  be  done  to  open 
up  a  near  market  would  be  a  vast  benefit 
to  us,  and  to  the  whole  country.  I  am 
fully  aware  of  the  difficulty,  not  only  of 
obtaining  any  concesnion  trgm  the  Amev- 
Hon,  Mr,  Ilowlan, 


ican  Govemme&t,  but  of  exercising  our 
-undoubted  rights  secured  by  treaty, 
and  at  pi*esent  I  cannot  see  how  the 
disadvantage  can  be  overcome,  unless  we 
can  prove  that  we  cone  within  the  scope 
and  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the 
Washington  Treaty.  If  anything  can 
be  done  to  place  us  on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  other  provinces,  I  hope  the 
Government  will  take  it  into  th«?ir  con- 
sideration, and,  in  the  meantime,  tting 
down  any  correspondence  which  has 
taken  place  on  this  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN— I  wish  to  ask 
if  this  fish  is  canned  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  coast,  or  from  two  to  three  hundred 
miles  inland  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— They  are  put  up 
right  on  the  coast.  I  suppose  the  can- 
nery furthest  from  the  coast  is  not  more 
than  twenty  miles  up  the   Eraser  River. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEX  ANDER— I  am  sure 
that  I  express  the  feelings  of  this  House 
when  I  say  that  we  have  all  listened  with 
very  great  interest  to  the  remarks  that 
have  fallen  from  the  two  hon.  Senators 
from  British  Columbia.  I  believe,  also^ 
that  I  express  the  sentiments  of  the 
whole  House  when  I  say  that  the  acces- 
sion of  the  hon.  mover  (Mr.  Nelson)  of 
this  address  to  our  numbers  is  a  subject 
of  sincere  congratulation,  as  a  gentle- 
man who,  from  having  been  long  en- 
gaged in  trade,  is  so  well  qualified, 
not  onl^r  to  guai^  and  protect 
the  interests  of  his  own  Province, 
but  to  give  us,  uj)on  all  general  questions, 
of  commerce,  the  benefit  of  his  large  ex- 
perience and  matured  wisdom.  We  must 
all  feel  that  the  position  of  British 
Columbia  is  such,  is  so  remote  from  the 
markets  of  the  world,  and  so  disadvan- 
tageously  placed,  because  of  the  high  tariff 
of  the  United  States,  that  we  must 
guard  and  protect,  with  a  jealous  eye,  its 
every  interest  from  the  aggressions  of 
their  powerful  neighbor,  for,  as  it  be- 
been  very  truly  said  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Victoria,  when  matters  arise  has 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada^  it 
is  only  by  endless  and  exhaustive  corres- 
pondence and  after  great  difficulty  that 
we  can  succeed  in  obtjiining  our  just 
rights.  No  province  of  this  Confeder- 
ation is  so  dependent  upon  the  fostering 
care  and  protection  of  the  Dominion 
Government  as  British  Columbia,  and  I 
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am  sure  that  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  onlj  give  the  assurance 
that  the  correspondence  asked  for  will  be 
tit  once  furnished,  but  he  will  farther 
assure  him  that  the  Minister  of  Finance 
will  not  only  give  his  best  attention  to 
suggestions  made  by  the  hon.  Senators, 
but  will  at  all  times  be  ready  to  protect, 
in  every  way,  the  interests  of  that  Pro- 
-vince. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
have  not  seen  the  correspondence,  if  any 
exists,  to  which  reference  is  made  in  this 
notice,  and  I,  therefore,  do  not  know  its 
character,  nor  am  I  aware  whether  it  has 
been  so  far  carried  on  as  to  justify  its 
being  produced  to  the  House,  but  I  shall 
take  care  to  bring  it  down  if  it  is  in  such 
a  8hai>e  that  it  can  be  produced  without 
injury  to  the  public  service.  The  ques- 
tion is  one  which  is  very  interesting  to 
British  Columbia,  an^  the  hon.  Senator 
(Mr.  Nelson)  has  done  well  in  bringing 
it  before  the  Housd.  One  difficulty 
arose,  probably  in  the  way  which  has 
been  pointefl  out  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Victoria  (Mr.  Macdonald)  :  British 
Columbia  was  not  a  part  of  Canada  when 
this  Ti-eaty  was  negotiated,  and  no  pro- 
vision was  made  for  any  of  the  outlying 
provinces  except  Newfoundland.  The 
provisions  of  the  Treaty  do  not  probably 
apply  to  the  character  of  fisheries  des- 
cribed, which  are  not  coast  fisheries;  but 
British  Columbia,  if  possible,  should  get 
all  benefits  which  she  ought  to  receive 
under  that  Treaty  had  she  been  originally 
a  Province  of  the  Dominion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BAPTIST   UNION   BILL. 
SECOND   BEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMASTER  moved  the 
second  reading  of  Bill  (27)  "  To  incorpo- 
rate '  The  Baptist  Union  of  Canada/  " 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

VILLE  MARIE   BANK  BILL. 
SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.TRUDEL  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (D)  "  To  authorise  the 
winding  up  of  the  Yille  Marie  Bank  and 
the  reduction  of  its  capital.."  He  said 
This  Bill  provides  for  the  liquida- 
tion and  winding  up  of  the  affairs 
Hon,  Mr.  Alexander. 


of  the  Bank.  The  first  clause  provides 
for  the  appointment  of  liquidators  ;  the 
second  clause  provides  for  the  distribution 
of  the  assets,  after  the  liquidation,  by 
having  the  liabilities  of  the  shareholders 
equalized.  Calls  will  be  made,  if  neces- 
sary, on  the  parties  who  have  not  paid 
the  whole  of  the  calls  on  their  stock.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  most  part  of  the 
capital  of  the  bank  has  been  paid  up,  but 
a  small  balance  is  still  due.  The  third 
clause  provides  for  the  deposit  in  another 
bank,  in  case  of  liquidation ,  of  a  certain  sum 
to  meet  any  claims  which  might  not  be 
presemted  during  the  winding  up  of  its 
afl^rs,  and  for  the  distribution  of  the 
same  after  five  years,  if  such  claims  are 
not  presented.  The  fourth  clause  esta- 
blishes  the  personal  responsibility  of  the 
liquidators.  The  fifth  provides  for  the 
appointment  of  other  liquidators,  in  case 
of  death  or  refusal  to  act.  The  sixth 
defines  where  the  office  of  the  liquidators 
shall  be  kept.  The  seventh  provides  for 
the  delivery  into  the  hands  of  the  liqui- 
dators of  the  books,  title  deeds,  notes, 
etc.,  of  the  bank.  The  eighth  obliges  the 
liquidators  to  render  account  to  an  annual 
meeting  of  shareholders.  The  ninth 
gives  power  t«  the  shareholders  to  dismiss 
the  liquidators  and  appoint  others  at 
their  pleasure.  The  tenth  provides  for 
the  sale,  en  bloc,  of  the  assets  of 
the  bank.  The  eleventh  provides  for 
the  reduetion  of  the  capital  stock  of 
the  bank.  The  twelfth  provides  for 
the  equitable  distribution  of  the  final 
dividend  amongst  the  shareholders.  The 
thirteenth  clause  provides  for  the  final 
report  of  the  liquidators  and  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  bank,  in  case  the  majority 
of  the  shareholders  decide  upon  surrend- 
ering their  charter,  and  the  fourteenth 
provides  that  nothing  in  the  Act  will 
affect  the  present  position  of  the  bank. 

Hon.  Mr.  ATKINS— Can  the  hon. 
gentleman  inform  the  House  what  the 
financial  position  of  this  institution  is  t 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  have  a  state- 
ment^ but  I  have  not  got  it  with  me 
now.  According  to  that  statement  the 
assets  will  likely  realise  between  fifty 
and  sixty  per  cent,  on  the  paid  up  capital. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUBEAU— They  have  re- 
deemed their  notes  at  par.  . 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— The  bank  is 
not    insolvent     It    is    in  a  relatively 
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good  position^  so  far  as  third  parties  are 
concerned. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— Wliydoesit  ask 
for  this  BilJ  if  it  is  not  insolvent  1 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— It  is  to  comply 
with  the  views  of  the  majority  of  the 
shareholders  that  this  Bill  is  presented. 
They  will  not  be  necessarily  obliged  to  use 
the  powers  given  to  them  by  this  Bill. 
In  case  a  majority  of  the  shareholders 
should  decide,  at  a  special  meeting  called 
for  that  purpose,  not  to  wind  up  the 
affairs  of  the  bank,  then  the  whole  thing 
will  be  in  their  own  hands. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKIN3— How  do  you 
protect  the  minority  1 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDKL— -The  rights  of 
the  minority  will  be  protected  by  that 
Bill,  as  it  provides  tor  an  equitable  dis- 
tribution of  the  assets  of  the  bank.  As 
soon  as  moneys  are  collected,  dividends 
will  be  declared  and  paid  to  the  share- 
holders pro  rata.  There  are  no  petitions 
against  the  Bill,  and,  if  there  is  any  op- 
position ta  it,  the  objections  can  be  heard 
before  the  Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— No  doubt  the 
Bill  contemplates  several  special  arrange- 
ments with  r  'spect  to  the  Bank,  and  it  is 
one  that  should  receive  considerable  at- 
tention before  it  leaves  the  Senate.  The 
usual  Committee  on  Banking  is,  perhaps, 
the  best  tribunal  the  House  could  appoint 
to  investigate  and  sift  a  Bill  of  this  kind, 
and  parties  interested  in  it  could  be  noti- 
fied to  appear  befoie  the  Committee. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL.— 
How  long  does  the  hon.  gentleman  sup- 
pose it  will  take  to  wind  up  the  affairs  of 
the  bank,  and  what  will  be  the  cost  of 
winding  it  up  in  proportion  to  the  assets ) 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— It  will  depend 
on  the  state  of  affairs  in  onr  Province. 
The  assets  of  such  a  bank  eonsist  of  bills 
and  discounted  notes,  which  will  of  course 
be  paid  in  the  usual  way.  It  may  take 
•nly  a  very  short  time,  and  it  may  take 
several  years.  It  will  be  for  the  meeting 
of  shareholders  to  say  what  indemnity 
the  liquidators  shall  receive  for  their 
services* 

The  Bill  was  i*ead  the  second  time. 

The  House  adjourned  at  4.45  p.m. 
Hon.  Mr.  TrudeL 


THE  SENATE. 

Thursday,  Ma/rch  18th,  1880, 

H^  Speaks  took  the  chair  at  three* 
o'clock. 

]f  rayem  and  routine  proceedings. 

SALARIES  OF  PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND 
JUDGES. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  inquired  : 

«FuisT — Wliether  the  intention  expressed  in 
this  House  on  the  12th  day  of  May 
last,  by  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment, of  bringing  the(^  subject  of 
increasing  the  salaries  of  the  judges 
of  the  Superior  Court  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  to  the  notice  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  has  been  carried 
into  effect  ?    And,  if  so, 

"  Second— Whether  he  is  in  a  position  to 
announce  to  this  House  the  course 
Government  will  pursue  with  refer- 
ence to  such  increase  ?  " 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELT.~In 
reply  to  the  question  which  has  been 
put  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  beg  to  say 
that  the  intention  which  was  announced 
on  the  day  referred  to — the  12th  of 
May  last — was  carried  out  on  the  follow- 
ing day,  and  that  I  did  bring  the  sub- 
ject under  the  notice  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice.  I  have  a  note  to  that  effect 
from  him  in  my  hand.  With  reference 
to  the  course  that  the  Government  may 
pursue  in  the  matter,  I  am  not  able  to 
make  any  definite  annouacement.  A 
petition  has  been  received  from  one  of 
the  judges  of  Prince  Etlward  Island 
very  recently,  and  has  been  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  Council,  in  conjunction 
with  the  inquiry  made  last  session,  and 
the  Minister  of  Justice  has  reported 
upon  it,  but  the  Council  is  unable  to  take 
aetion  upon  it  at  present.  There  are 
other  provinces  in  the  same  position  as 
Prince  Edward  Island,  and  to  change  the 
salaries  of  the  judges  in  the  latter  would 
involve  changes  in  the  other  provinces. 
Until  the  Crovernment  is  able  to  take  np 
the  whole  question,'  I  am  not  able  to 
announce  what  course  we  shall  pursue. 

INDUN  LAWS    CONSOLIDATION   BttL. 
IN  COMMITTBE. 

Hon.  Mr.  CAMPBELL  moved  that 
the  House  go  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  upon  Bill  (C)  "To  amend  and 
consolidate  the  laws  respecting  Indiana." 
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Hon.   Mr.  ALEXANDER— It   was 
agreed  by  the  leader  of  the  Government 
that  anj  members  who  had  not  had  time 
to  examine  this  Bill  before  its  second 
reading  should  have  the  privilege  now  of 
speaking  on  the  principles  of  it  before  the 
Speaker  leaves  the  chair.     I  do  not  rise 
to  impugn  any  part  of  the  policy  of  the 
present  or  past  Grovemme&te  in  regard  to 
the  Indians,     li  has  been  conceded  on  all 
sides  that  we  have  always  acted  in  a  just 
spirit  towards  the  Indians,  and  have  al- 
ways kept  good  £Bdth  with  them  in  all  our 
treaties.  The  laws  wehaveenactedfortheir 
protection  have  been  wise  and  pioductive 
of  good   results.     We  have  distributed 
large   gratuities    annually   to  all   those 
bands  with  whom  we  have  treaties ;  but, 
in  my  humble  judgment,  we  might  carry 
our  humane    policy   still    further,   and 
greatly  promote  the  well  being  of  the 
poor   Indians   without  any  great  addi- 
tional expense.     I  hope  the  House  will 
grant  me  its  patient  ear  while  I  shew 
t^eir  actual  position  in  some  of  the  older 
reserves,  as  well  as  in  the  North-West, 
after  all  we  have  done  for  them,  and  to 
suggest   hew   their  condition   might  be 
further     improved.      It    is    very    well 
known    that,    in    some    of     the    older 
reserves,  the  Indians  have,  already,  well- 
fenced  lands  and  cultivated  fields,  and 
have  proved,  in  a  short  period  of  time, 
that    they     have     been     capable,    like 
the    white    man,   of    performing    labor 
and   earning   their  own    living.      That 
is  the  state   of  affairs  near   Samia  and 
on    the    Muncey    Town    Reserve    near 
Longford.     But,  on  the  other  hand,  on 
Walpole    Island,    of    which   I   happen 
myself  to  have  a   personal    knowledge, 
where   the    Government    have  granted 
ihem  an  island   of  great  fertility,  there 
are  860     Indians,     and,    although  the 
Government  have  built  houses  for  them, 
we  find  them  in  a  comparatively  pitiable 
state.      The  facts  of  the  case  are  that 
some  fifteen  or  twenty  of  them  cultivate 
the  soil  ;  one  family  in  the  centre  of  the 
island  has  a  good  farm  well  stocked,  and 
is  well  off ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  none 
ot  the  other  Indians  upon  the  island  have 
cat  down  the  forest  or  made  improve- 
ments.    They  live  in  huts  which  were 
erected  for  them,  and  seem  incapable  of 
exertion  to  earn  their  own  sustenance, 
all  the  larger  game  having  been  destroy- 
ed, and  fish  and    muskntts    constitute 
Hon,  Mr.  Campbell. 


their  chief  food.  Now,  I  am  confident 
that  if  such  a  system  as  the  following 
were  adopted  in  this  and  other  settle- 
ments of  Indians,  we  might  very  soon 
bring  them  into  habits  of  industry,  by 
which  they  could  eaVn  a  fair  support^ 
that  is,  abundance  of  food.  This  idea  was 
brought  to  my  notice  especially  by  the  . 
great  success  of  Mr.  Wilson's  institution 
at  Sault  JSte.  Marie,  where  the  young 
Indians  receive  a  little  education,  and  are 
trained  gradually  to  labor  and  husband- 
ry.  I  believe  it  was  established  by 
contributions  frem  charitable  sources. 
Part  of  the  day  is  devoted 
to  education,  and  the  residue  of  the  day 
to  the  culture  of  the  soil.  I  am  sure,  if 
the  Government  of  the  day  were  to  estab- 
lish such  a  simple  institution  in  the  centre 
of  Walpole  Island  and  other  such  reserves, 
we  could  get  the  whole  of  the  young 
Indians,  seeing  the  results  which  are 
observable  in  regard  to  one  or  tvi  o  fami- 
lies, to  attend  that  institution,  and  it 
would  involve  a  very  small  expenditure 
to  the  country.  In  a  short  time  the- 
greater  part  of  the  forest  on  that  island 
would  be  cut  down,  and  the  lands  con- 
verted into  happy  homes,  with  abundance 
of  food.  Now,  for  this  purpose  we  re- 
quire no  professors,  no  men  of  science,  no 
college  of  agriculture,  but  simply  a  mai^ 
capable  of  teaching  the  Indians  a  little  of 
the  English  language — a  practical  farmer, 
who  would  train  them  to  simple  habits ' 
of  industry  and  to  raise  snch  food  a» 
potatoes,  com  and  perhaps  a  little  stock. 
There  is  no  necessity  that  this  should 
cost  the  Government  anything  at  all,, 
because  the  labor  of  the  young  Indians 
would  raise  the  necessary  produce  for 
their  support,  and  very  simple  buildinga 
of  a  rude  character  would  suffice.  When 
the  late  Mr.  Howe  was  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  I  brought  this  matter  to  his 
notice,  and  we  have  since  been  shaping 
our  policy  in  this  direction.  Then  again, 
with  regard  to  the  North- West,  were  not 
the  accounts  which  we  received  last  fall, 
of  the  destitution  of  the  Indians  there, 
perfectly  alarming)  As  is  well  known, 
the  buffalo,  which  were  formerly  the 
chief  means  of  subsistence  of  the 
Indians,  have  been  rapidly  decimated, 
chiefly  for  their  hides.  It  is  a 
mutter  of  history  that  thousands 
have,  season  after  season,  been  destroyed, 
leaving  the  carcasses  to  rot  on  the  prairie. 
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simply  for  the  bides,  and  the  different 
bands  of  Indians  there  have  thus  no 
longer  their  old  means  of  support,  hence 
the  alarming  accounts  ofsuch  tribes  being 
driven  by  necessity,  to  take  the  cattle 
of  the  settlers  to  save  themselves  from 
famine.  It  is  a  most  fortunate  thing 
that  the  present  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
8ir  John  Macdonald,  is  the  Premier  of 
this  Government,  a  gentleman  who, 
during  his  long  public  life,  never  found  a 
difficulty  that  he  could  not  overcome  ; 
a  gentleman  who,  from  his  great  genius 
and  power  of  executive  administration, 
has  always  been  able  to  surmount  every 
ordinary  difficulty.  I  hold  that,  with  the 
l^ersevering  exertions  of  Mr.  Dewdney, 
who  has  been  appointed  Superintendent 
of  the  Indians  in  the  North-West,  and 
who  has  been  making  efforts  in  this 
direction,  that  any  expenditure  in 
this  direction  would  be  wise.  This 
is  a  most  serious  matter.  The  poor 
Indians  were  the  original  possessors 
of  this  continent,  and  we  know  that 
there  are  no  more  loyal  subjects  of 
Her  Majesty  iu  the  Dominion  to-day. 
In  order  to  promote  that  loyalty 
further,  and  to  discharge  ail  our 
responsibilities  to  them,  Ve  should,  in 
every  way  that  we  possibly  can,  endeavor 
to  save  them  from  destitution.  We  owe 
to  ourselves, — to  our  common  Christian- 
ity,— ^to  our  common  humanity, — ^to  every 
'  consideration  that  should  influence  an 
upright  people,  to  devote  our  attention 
to  this  matter.  We  ought  to  be  proud 
of  the  fact  that,  while  the  United  States 
have  been  stamping  out  the  poor  Indians 
by  a  most  inhuman  policy,  we  have 
always  kept  faith  with  our  Indians, 
and  can  traverse  the  Dominion, 
from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific, 
with  perfect  safety,  knowing  that  the 
Indians  revere  their  Mother  the  Queen, 
and  have  full  confidence  in  our  justice 
and  good  faith.  Vigorous  efforts  should 
at  once  be  made,  through  our  excellent 
superintendent,  Mr.  Dewdney,  to  train 
to  labor  as  many  of  the  young  Indians  as 
possible  in  the  North- West,  to  prevent  a 
recurrence  of  the  evils  of  last  autumn. 
If,  in  the  future,  there  should  be  a  scar- 
citj  of  buffalo,  how  much  wiser  to  lead, 
— to  encourage  the  Indians,  this  very  sea- 
son, to  raise  a  suffideDcy  of  potatoes, 
com  and  wheat  for  their  own  support 
What  would  simply  be  wanted  and  re- 
Hon.  Mr.  AkoMtnder. 


quire  to  be  furnished  by  the  Government 
would  be  ploughs,  oxen  and  seed.  We 
have  there,  the  m<ignificent  fertile  prairie, 
ready  to  yield  to  man's  industry  and 
toil,  the  staff  of  life.  We  should  scar^ly 
want  any  buildings,  but  the  mere  working 
implements,  and  a  few  hardy  sens  of  toil 
to  shew  the  Indians  the  way  to  extract 
from  the  soil  the  blessings  of  abundance. 
At  this  moment  a  favorable  opportunity 
presents  itself,  at  a  very  small  cost  to 
the  Dominion,  to  make  an  adequate 
return  to  the  red  man  for  all  that 
he  has  surrendered  up  to  us.  He  has  put 
us  in  full  and  free  possession  of  this  mag- 
nificent territory  of  the  Dominion,  ai^d 
we  shall  have  the  satisfaction  of  feeling 
that  we  have  not  allowed  the  children  of 
the  forest  to  suffer  by  our  invasion,  and 
it  will  be  a  happiness  to  our  people  to 
see  the  red  men  sharing  the  blessings 
that  we  all  enjoy. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

IN   THE   COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
suggestion  which  was  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  opposite  ( Mr.  Scott),  that  slips 
should  be  printed,  drawing  special  atten- 
tion to  the  proposed  changes  in  the  old 
Acts,  has  been  acted  upon,  and  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  assisted  by  them,  I  hope, 
in  considering  the  very  lengthy  Bill 
which  is  before  us.  The  first  three  sec- 
tions are  not  new,  but  the  following  six 
clauses  create  a  deputy  head  for  the 
Indian  Department,  and  give  it  a  new 
status.  I  do  not  suppose  that  the  Senate 
will  object  to  the  proposed  change.  It 
does  not  involve  additional  expense  of  any 
great  magnitude.  The  deputy  head  will, 
perhaps,  get  a  few  hundred  dollars  m<M-e 
salary  than  h^  doe^  at  present,  but  there 
will  be  no  inciease  in  the  salaries  of  the 
other  officers.  I  move  th^  adoption  of 
the  first  three  clauses. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU— T  do  not  intend 
to  go  into  the  details  of  this  Bill  clause 
by  clause,  but  I  merely  wish  to  point  out 
the  fact  that,  while  the  cost  of  adminis- 
tering  the  Indian  Department  is  very 
great,  only  a  small  portion  of  the  money 
expended  goes  to  the  Indian  tribes,  the 
rest  being  devoted  to  supporting  a  large 
staff  of  high-salaried  officials.  In  the 
Appendix  of  the  "  Parliament  of  Canada" 
for  1858  (vol.  xvi,  No.  6,)  there  appean 
an  interesting  report  of  an  investigation 
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mmdo  bj  a  Commission  apfiointod  by 
^9  Imperial  Grovemment  with  a  view 
to  getting  rid  oi  the  expense  con- 
nected with  Indian  affairs.  Since 
that  time,  the  territory  occupied  by 
the  Indians  and  the  management  of 
Indian  affairs  have  been  transferred 
to  Canada,  and,  along  with  them,  the 
responsibility  of  dealing  with  the  In- 
-dians.  In  the  report  of  the  Deputy 
Superintendent  of  Indian  affairs  for 
1877-78,  I  find  that  the  amount  paid  for 
salaries  in  that  Department  was  then 
$9,350,  and  under  the  present*  Bill  it  is 
proposed  to  add  to  the  salaries  of  the 
officials  of  the  Department  to  the  extent 
of  $900,  which  will  increase  the  annual 
expenditure  for  officials  to  $1 0, 250.  Hon. 
members  will  also  see  that  authority  is 
given  by  this  Bill  to  appoint  any  number 
of  officers  in  reorganizing  the  Department. 
I  must  admit  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
work  done  in  the  Indian  branch  of  the 
Interior  Department,  and  especially  by 
the  Deputy  Superintendent.  The  total 
revenue  of  the  Department  from  different 
sources  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians 
during  the  fiscal  year  1877-78,  amounted 
to  $293,515,  and  the  total  expenciture 
for  the  same  year  was  $261,850.  The 
balance  of  capital  and  interest  to  the 
credit  of  the  Indians  the  same  fiscal  year 
was  $2,999,306.  The  expenditure  is  in- 
deluded  in  62  subsidiary  statements.  I 
see  that  the  amount  devoted  to  the 
Indians  of  New  Brunswick  was  $7,249, 
while  the  expenses  of  management 
amounted  to  |5,272 ;  the  Indians  of 
Nova  Scotia  had  to  their  credit  the  same 
year  $5,572,  the  whole  of  which  was  ex- 
pendeid  with  the  exception  of  about  $247, 
in  management ;  the  Indians  of  British 
Columbia  have  received  a  tery  large 
amount  of  money.  On  the  30th  of  June, 
1877,  the  amount  devoted  to  them  was 
$61,406,  while  the  appropriation  voted 
for  cost  ot  management  was  some  $43,717. 
The  Indians  of  British  Columbia,  Victoria 
iSaperintendency,  had  by  legislative  ap- 
propriation in  1877-78,  the  sum  of 
$13,209.  The  supeiintendent,  Mr.  G. 
W.  Powell,  receives  a  salary  of  $2,600 
and  $400  additional  ;  Mr.  Moffatt 
receives  $1,500  ;  a  messenger  is  paid 
$240,  and  with  other  expenses  the 
whole  appropriation  is  swallowed  up 
by  officials  to  ttie  amount,  that  year, 
of  $9,432. 

Jlon.  Sir.  Bureau, 


Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— Does  the 
hon.  gentleman  know  the  number  of  the 
Indian  population  of  British  Columbia  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU— The  Indian 
population  of  the  Province  of  Ontario 
numbers  15,731  ;  of  Quebec,  10,947  ;  of 
Kova  Scotia,  2,122;  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  306  ;  of  Manitoba  and  the  North - 
West,  27,204;  of  Athabaska  District, 
2,398 ;  of  British  Columbia,  35,154,  and 
of  Rupert^s  Land,  4,370.  Total,  99,690. 
The  money  appropriated  on  account  of 
the  Indians  in  British  Columbia  must  be 
expended  in  a  most  extraordinary  man- 
ner, and  I  wish  to  draw  the  attenticm  of 
the  hon.  Senators  from  that  Province  to 
the  fact,  so  that  they  can  inquire  into 
the  matter.  The  Dominion  Commis- 
sioner, Mr.  Anderson,  receives  a  salary 
of  $3,140;  then  Mr.  Sproat,  joint  com- 
missioner, receives  $1,345;  another  Mr. 
Sproat  receives  $500,  and  somebody  else, 
a  census-taker  receives  $540  as  a  perma- 
nent officer,  though  he  cannot  be  taking  a 
census  every  year.  Then  there  are  other 
expenses  under  the  head  of  Eraser  Super- 
intendency  amounting  to  $13,71 1,  out  of 
a  l^;islative  appropriation  of  $1 7,000.  I 
think  it  is  time  that  the  Government 
should  put  an  end  to  this  extravagant 
expenditure.  If  we  are  to  help  the 
Indians,  we  should  do  so  by  giving  them 
food  and  educating  them.  I  am  not  in 
favor  of  the  Mounted  Police  system. 
I  have  more  confidence  in  the  clergyman 
who  goes  in  and  christianises  them,  and 
teaches  them  industry  and  morality.  I 
will  not  occupy  the  time  of  the  Senate 
by  referrimg  to  the  expenditures  in  other 
parts  of  the  Dominion.  British  Columbia 
is  a  fedr  illustration  of  the  system.  I 
wish  now  to  call  attention  to  a  matter 
affecting  the  Caughnawaga  Indians  who 
reside  near  Montreal.  They  occupy 
the  original  grant,  of  two  leagues 
square,  that  was  made  by  Louis  XIV 
to  the  Jesuits,  a  portion  of  which 
has  been  conceded  to  the  French 
Canadians  who  reside  in  the  parishes  of 
Laprairie,  St.  Isadore  and  St  Constant. 
Before  the  passage  of  the  Act  of  1876, 
there  was  no  trouble  in  the  tribe,  but  the 
distinction  made  between  pure-blooded 
Indians  and  half-breeds,  by  that  Act,  has 
since  created  difficulties.  The  complaint 
I  have  to  make  is  this:  Although  the 
Caughnawaga  Indians  are  all  Roman 
Catholics,  the  Department  sent  amongst 
12 
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them  a  minister  of  a  diflerent  creed  to 
take  charge  of  their  school.  Complaints 
were  made,  but  the  Department  would 
nob  remove  him,  until  he  was,  at  last, 
obliged  to  remove  himself.  There  is  no 
complaint  against  the  present  teacher, 
but  I  think  it  is  unwise,  and  against  the 
Constitution  and  the  rights  guaranteed 
to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  to  impose  on 
a  community.  Catholic  or  Protestant,  a 
system  of  education  different  from  what 
they  themselves  desire.  I  see  that  there 
is  a  provision  in  the  Bill  that,  when  an 
Indian  woman  marries  a  white  man,  her 
children  lose  their  rights  in  the  tribe 
and  are  compelled  to  leave  the  reserve. 
Now  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
hon.  gentlemen  to  a  provision  in  the  grant 
of  the  King  of  France  to  the  Jesuits,  in 
which  Frenchmen  who  uiay  settle  among 
the  Iroquois  or  other  Indian  nations  are 
expressly  prohibited  from  keeping  cattle 
or  establusbiug  taverns  on  their  lands, 
from  which  it  is  reasonable  to  infer 
that  inter-marriage  between  the  whites 
and  the  Indians,  and  the  right  of  half- 
bn*eds,  according  to  *  natural  law,  to 
reside  with  their  parents  on  the 
reserve,  were  not  forbidden,  bit,  on 
the  contrary,  by  infei^ence,  recognized. 
"We  do  not  make  sufficient  distinction 
between  the  different  tribes  of  Indians. 
Some  Hi-e  nomailic,  having  no  fixed  place 
of  residence;  others,  on  the  contrary, 
occupy  lands  in  our  midst  and  should  be 
emancipated  and  allowed  to  enjoy  their 
in  lividual  possessions  separately.  The 
rights  of  succe.Hsion  for  each  tribe  should 
be  rejrulated  according  lo  the  laws  of  the 
rt^s|>ective  provinces  in  which  these  tribes 
dwell.  It  is  not  so  n  »w,  nor  has  it  been 
so  heretofore.  We  established  odious 
distinctions.  A  woman  may  marry  a 
free  and  civilized  man,  but  the  children 
born  in  this  legitimate  wedlock  are 
excluded  from  the  inheritance  of  their 
mother,  from  the  right  of  inhabiting  the 
placa  of  their  birth,  and  are  less  ju.stly 
treated  than  negro  slaves.  In  this  cen- 
tury of  progress  in  which  we  live,  we 
should  free  ourselves  from  the  reproach 
of  making  slaves  of  women  Has  not 
Christianity  emancipated  them  1  Exf>e- 
rience  has  proved  the  danger  of  this 
legislation  by  the  fruitless  efforts  that 
have  been  made  to  drive  from  the  soil  on 
which  they  were  born  those  poor  childt*en 
who  are  known  as  half-breeds.  They 
Hon,  Mr.  Bureau. 


cannot  enjoy  civil  rights.  You  abandoa 
them  to  themselves  after  you  have 
driven  them  from  their  terrestrial  para- 
dise ;  you  do  not  provide  for  their  future 
in  any  way.  They  are  all — men,  women 
and  children — slaves  without  a  master. 
I  desire,  then,  the  emancipation,  whether 
it  be  immediate  or  gradual,  of  those  civi- 
lized tribes  that,  in  reality,  have  ceased 
to  be  savages,  and  among  whom  are 
many  whose  knowledge  and  education 
have  made  them  distinguished  in  com- 
merce and  agriculture.  •  In  1834  slavery 
was  abolished  in  all  the  British  Colonies, 
the  owners  of  the  slavtjs  receiving- 
£20,000,000  stg.  as  indemnity  for  their 
loss.  The  fleet  employed  to  prevent  the 
slave  trade  does  not  cost  less  than 
£1,000,000  annually,  and  England  has 
paid,  in  one  form  or  another,  for  the  eman- 
cipation of  the  negroes,  not  less  than 
£50,000,000  stg.  In  1854,  after  the  pub- 
licatien  of  '*  Uncle  Tom's  Cabin,"  the 
ladies  of  England  wrote  to  their  Americaa 
sistera  a  letter,  in  which  the  latter  were 
conjured  to  intervene  on  behalf  of  the 
slaves.  That  letter  bore  half  a  million  of 
signatures,  and  among  them  were  the 
names  of  ladies  belonging  to  the  most 
aristocra -^ic  families — even  of  such  high 
rank  as  Lady  Palmerston,  Lady  Buxton, 
and  Lady  Shaftesbury.  I  hope  that  the 
Government  will  seriously  consider  this 
question  of  half-breed  emancipation  in  a 
Sj»irit  of  justice  and  Christianity. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  had  proposed 
mentioning  to  the  House  some  two  or 
three  objections  to  this  BUI  which  pi-e- 
sent  themsHlves  to  my  mind,  but  the 
Speaker  left  the  ohair  very  promptly 
alter  the  hon.  Senator  t'vom  Woodstock 
(Mr.  Alexander)  finished  S|K3aking,  and  I 
had  not  then  an  op{)ortunity  of  sayins< 
anything.  With  the  permission  of  the 
House,  I  shall  make  my  remarks  now. 
There  are,  as  I  have  said,  two  or  thi-ee 
objections  to  this  Bill,  which  strike  me  as 
being  of  some  weight.  If  we  examine  the 
measure  carefully,  it  will  be  found  that, 
although  it  is  a  very  long  one,  containing^ 
many  sections,  practically  the  new  part 
of  it  is  embraced  in  sections  four  to  nine, 
inclusive  Substantially,  the  pnnciiuil 
effect  of  the  Bill  is  to  transform  the  gen- 
tleman who  is  now  first  clerk  of  the 
Indian  branch  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  into  the  deputy  hejid  of  the 
Indian  Department  under  the  Minister 
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of  the  Interior.  Now,  it  does  not  seem 
to  me  that  this  chani^e  is  either  necessary 
or  desirable.  It  is  unnecessary,  because 
anj  genteman  who  will  take  the  trouble 
to  look  at  the  Publie  Accounts,  will  find 
that  the  affairs  of  the  Indian  Depart- 
ment are  at  present  kept  separate  from 
the  Mounted  Police  and  public  lands. 
There  are  practically  three  separate  sub- 
departments  in  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  and  it  is  not  necessary  that  we 
should  transform  the  first  clerk,  who  has 
charge  of  the  Indian  affairs,  into  a  deputy 
head  to  have  the  work  of  that  division 
properly  done.  I  do  not  see  than  the 
iacrease  of  the  salary  of  the  first  clerk 
from  $2,200  to  $3,200  is  goinv.  to  benefit 
the  country  at  large,  or  the  Indians,  or 
the  public  service — beyond  the  gentleman 
who  is  to  receive  this  increase.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  to  him  it  would  be  a  very 
satisfactory  arrangement  indeed.  The 
eighth  section  of  the  Bill  gives  the  Gov- 
ernment the  power  to  appoint  a  number 
of  additional  employes  in  this  new  depart- 
ment. I  do  not  think  that  the  present  time, 
when  the  Minister  of  Finance  is 
altogether  unable  to  make  the  revenue  and 
expenditure  balance,  is  the  proper  time 
for  the  creation  of  new  officials  and  the 
payment  of  additional  salaries,  and, 
therefore,  this  section  of  the  Bill  is  ob- 
jectionable. The  ninth  section  empowers 
the  ^Tovemor  in  Council  to  ap|>oint,  at 
their  discretion,  throe  Indian  Commis- 
sioners, all  of  whom,  judging  from  the 
scale  of  salaries  in  this  Department,  will 
receive  large  remuneration  for  their 
services.  Although  some  hon.  gentleoien 
smiled  at  the  hon.  Senator  from  DeLori- 
mier  (Mr.  Buieau)  when  he  Sjioke  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  Indian  Department,  I 
think  that  a  great  proportion  of  that  ex- 
penditure will  find  its  way  into  the 
pockets  of  officials  who  are  not  all 
necessary,  instead  of  reaching  the  Indians. 
I  object  to  this  Bill  also  on  the  ground 
that,  although  it  contains  113  sections 
And  covers  31  pages,  only  six  of  the 
aeotions,  covering  three-quarters  of  a 
pHge,  are  new.  It  is  true  that  there  are 
about  a  dozen  alterations  in  other  portions 
of  the  Bill,  but  none  of  them  are  of  any 
great  consequence.  It  seems  to  me  that 
this  is  not  the  way  that  Parliament 
should  be  asked  to  deal  with  the  changes 
that  are  necessary.  The  proper  way,  in 
my  opinion,  would  have  been  to  have 
Hon,  Mr,  Power. 


introduced  a  bill  embodying  only  the 
changes  proposed  to  be  made  in  the  exist- 
ing laws — one  which  would  eover  no 
more  than  two  pages  of  paper  would  be 
quite  enough.  I  cannot  understand  why 
the  Government  have  adopted  this  man- 
ner of  dealing  with  the  law.  Last  session 
there  were  several  bills  of  a  simi- 
lar character  introduced,  in  which 
there  were  very  trifling  amendments 
made  in  the  existing  law,  the  whole  of 
which  was  reprinted.  If  the  Govern- 
ment were  consolidating  the  Statutes  tbit» 
might  be  a  very  desirable  and  proper 
thing  ;  but,  as  they  are  not,  I  think  the 
course  they  have  adopted  is  altogether 
indefensible.  The  law  relating  to  In- 
diana, at  the  present  time,  is  embraced 
in  two  Acts — one  a  very  long  and  care- 
fully-prepared one,  passed  in  1876  ;  and 
the  other  a  very  short  Act,  passed  last 
session,  making  a  few  trifling  changes  in 
the  Act  of  1876.  Thsre  is  no  reason  or 
excuse,  I  think,  for  putting  the  country 
to  the  additional  expense  involved  in 
printing  the  mass  of  matter  that  we 
have  before  us  in  this  Bill.  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  uncharitable,  but  it  ia 
just  possible  that  the  Government  have 
adopted  this  metho<l  of  doing  business  in 
order  to  leave  Parliament  an  J  the  coun- 
try under  the  impression  that  they  are 
doing  a  good  deal  of  work,  when  they 
are  not.  I  remember  that,  under  the 
former  Administration,  complaints  were 
often  made  of  the  very  small  amount  of 
legislation  passed  by  Parliament  in  those 
days,  and  gentlemen  who  were  of  an 
arithmetical  turn  of  mind  counted  the 
number  of  pages  in  the  volumes  of  yearlv 
statutes.  My  attention  having  been 
turned  that  way,  I  find  that  the  publio 
acts  of  1879  covered  altogether  316 
pages,  of  which  the  old  matter  made  181 
pages,  leaving  135  pages  as  the  actual 
amount  of  new  legislation.  If  we  are  to 
take  the  Bill  before  us  as  a  specimen  of 
i^hat  we  are  going  to  do  this  year,  we 
shall  have  a  very  tai'ge  Statute  book  to 
represent  very  little  work  done  by  Par- 
liament. It  occurs  to  me  that  one  of 
two  conclusions  must  be  drawn  from  the 
fact  that  so  very  little  law-making  is 
being  done  by  the  Government :  one  is, 
that  the  late  A  J ministration  did  their 
legislative  work  ho  thoroughly  and  well 
that  little  i*emains  to  be  done  now ; 
or,     if     that     is     not     the    case,    the 
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present  Government  ai*e  incapable  of 
bnDging  before  Parliament  legislation 
ivhich  is  necessary.  I  do  not  know 
^hich  horn  of  the  dilemma  the  leader  of 
(the  Government  will  prefei'.  To  sum 
^p  :  I  have  two  objections  to  the  Bill, 
;aa  a  whole ;  first,  it  involves  an  unneces- 
:£ary  increase  in  the  staff  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior,  and  a  correspond- 
ing expenditure  of  money  ;  and,  second, 
^here  is  a  good  deal  of  printing  and  paper 
ivasted  in  tius  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  CAMPBELL—With  refer- 
ence to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Senator 
from  De  Lorimier  (Mr.  Bureau),  no 
idottbt  the  expenditure  ia  yery  large 
^a  compared  with  the  amount  of  money 
which  reaches  the  Indians,  more  partic- 
ularly ihoae  in  British  Columbia,  but 
then  the  hon.  gentleman  should  bear  in 
mind  that  in  that  Province  the  Indians 
Are  very  well  off,  and  do  not  need 
to  be  supplied  with  food.  They  subsist 
l)y  tlie  chase  and  fishing,  and  the  money 
whicli  reaches  them  is  only  for  the  main- 
tenai»-(3  of  the  sick  and  helpless,  and 
:affor<la  no  criterion  of  the  work  done  by 
the  Department.  No  doubt  the  expen- 
'diture  is  larger  than  would  be  required 
for  the  same  number  of  white  people, 
because  there  is  a  great  deal  of  work 
l>ecu]iar  to  the  management  of  Indians, 
.-asMl  it  is  not  fair  to  judge  of  the  results 
Jby  the  .amount  which  reaches  the  tribes. 
The  whole  expenditure  of  the  Depart^ 
onent,  as  quoted  by  the  hon.  gentleman, 
18,  no  doubt,  correct ;  but  he  knows,  and 
every  member  in  the  Senat-e  knows,  that 
there  are  diversified  duties  which  find  no 
expression  in  the  Public  Accounts. 
Whether  the  Department  is  properly 
tnanaged  or  not,  is  a  matter  which 
I  did  not  expect  would  be  discussed 
here,  A  great  many  remarks  which 
^he  hon.  gentleman  made  would 
be  very  fair  and  pertinent  if  he 
'were  a  member  of  the  other  House 
«2id  were  discussing  this  matter  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means.  The  offices 
are-  authorized  by  the  Bill,  but  the 
•expenses  attached  to  them  are  within  the 
4)ontn>l  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  it 
is  for  that  House  to  see  whether  the 
:$1 0,000,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  finds 
rao  heavy  an  expenditure  for  that  Depart- 
tment,  should  be  granted,  or  whether  it 
'^ould  be  curtailed,  and  no  doubt  the 
iHouse  will  do  their  duty  when  the  mat- 
Jlon.  Mr.  Power, 


ter  IB  befoi-e  them.  Then,  with  refer- 
ence to  sending  a  Protestant  minister 
down  to  Caughnawaga,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  correct  on  that  point,  but  the 
attention  of  the  Government  having  been 
called  to  it,  instructions  were  issued  by 
the  Department  that  the  minister  most 
be  withdrawn,  which  were  complied  with. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU— He  was  obliged 
to  leave  the  place. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
That  may  be.  He  received  the 
instructions  from  the  Department  to 
withdraw,  and,  perhaps,  without  those 
instructions  he  might  have  been  expelled. 
With  reference  to  the  position  in  which 
the  lands  of  the  Indians  in  Caughnawaga 
are  placed,  and  proceedings  against  tbeni 
in  court,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Bill 
placds  them  in  the  only  safe  way — that 
their  lands  are  not^  seizable. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU— I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  misunderstood  me. 
I  said  that  they  have  no  right  to  mort- 
gage their  lands,  but  that  their  personal 
property  should  be  subject  to  seizure, 
and  that  they  ought  to  have  the  right  to 
sue  and  be  sued,  but  that  the  common  pro- 
perty of  the  tribe  should  not  be  placed  in 
that  position. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
I  do  not  think  that  is  the  right 
way.  If  you  allow  the  Indians  to  be 
sued,  and  their  properties  to  be  seized 
under  execution,  the  buperior  intelli- 
gence of  the  white  people,  and  their 
superior  aggressiveness  and  thirst  for 
money  would  probably  soon  leave 
the  Indians  without  chattels  or  lands, 
and  the  only  way  to  keep  them 
in  possession  of  their  property  is  to  leave 
them  as  this  Bill  does.  With  reference 
to  the  education  of  the  Indians,  I  think 
I  can  meet  the  views  expressed  by  some 
hon.  members  of  this  House.  I  have  an 
amendment,  which  I  propose  to  submit  at 
the  proper  time,  whidi  the  hon.  Senator 
from  De  Ladurantaye,  (Mr.  Chapais) 
has  seen  and  approved  of,  and  which  will 
meet  this  difficulty.  The  hon.  Senator 
from  Halifax  objects  t«  the  Bill  as  being 
unnecessarily  long,  and  really  involving 
•nly  the  few  changes  expressed  in  the 
clauses  from  four  to  nine  inclusive.  He 
said  afterwards — ^I  do  not  denre  to  mis- 
interpret him  in  any  way — ^that  there 
are  other  changes  of  minor  importance, 
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but  vorj  few,  and  wondera  why,  that 
being  the  case,  there  should  be  a  bill 
of  this  size  when  the  amendments  might 
have  been  included  in  a  short  bill.  There 
are  two  modes  of  drawing  acts  of  Par- 
liament, and  I  do  not  know  anyone  who 
has  had  more  experience  iu  preparing 
such  measures  than  the  gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior. 
His  experience  in  that  respect,  as  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Halifax  will  admit,  is 
greater  than  his  own,  and  his  opinion — 
and  he  has  always  acted  upon  that  opinion 
when  making  changes  like  this — is  that  it 
18  better,  where  there  are  two  or  more 
acts,  to  consolidate  them,  and  introduce 
a  new  measure,  which  will  be  lees  likely 
to  lead  people  astray  than  simply  passing 
an  amending  act.  We  all  know 
how  easy  it  is  to  be  led  astray 
by  measures  amending  acts,  and 
changes  which  are  lost  sight  of,  and 
that  you  have  a  clearer  impression 
of  the  law  by  having  it  all  in  one  act. 
In  this  case  there  were  two  acts,  and  it 
was  desired  to  make  a  good  many  changes, 
some  of  importance,  that  have  been 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Halifax,  and  others  that  he  seems  to  con- 
sider trifling,  but  which  are — and  I  think 
the  Commit  toe  will  concur  in  what  I  bay 
when  they  come  to  discuss  them— of  con- 
siderable importance.  Then  the  question 
was  simply  the  expense  of  printing  tho 
Bill.  I  must  say  that  I,  for  one,  defer 
very  gladly  to  the  views  taken  by  the 
Minister  who  prepared  this  Bill,  and  I 
am  quite  ready  to  believe  that  it  is  a 
simple,  plain  and  effective  way  of  doing 
it,  and  one  most  likely  to  lead  to  a  proper 
understanding  of  the  Imlian  law.  The 
hon  gentleman  must  remember  that  this 
Act  is  to  be  interpreted  and  carried  out, 
not  by  people  who  have  an  opportunity 
of  referring  to  the  Statute  book, 
but  by  Indian  agents,  Indian  chiefs  and 
interpreters  in  all  parts  of  the  Dom- 
inion. If  the  law  were  in  several  acts 
amending  JUits,  what  confusion  would 
result,  and  how  difficult  it  Vould  be  for 
those  who  have  the  administration  of 
the  law  to  find  out  what  the  law  is,  and 
what  additional  obstacles  would  be 
placed  in  the  way  of  obtaining  obedience 
to  a  law  that  is  to  be  searched  out  in 
that  way  !  These  considerations,  I 
think,  are  quite  sufficient  to  justify  the 
Committee  in  believing,  as  I  hope  they 
Eon.  Sir  Alex,  CamphdL 


will  believe,  that  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  in  consolidating  all  the  Acts  in 
one  bill,  has  done  wisely.  I  explained,, 
the  other  day,  why  it  was  thought  desir- 
able to  appoint  a  deputy  head  for  thia 
Department.  The  volume  of  Indian 
affairs  has  increased  greatly  of  late  years. 
Instead  of  having  to  deal  with  ten  thou- 
sand Indians  in  Lower  Canada,  and  fif- 
teen thousand  in  Upper  Canada,  the- 
Department  has  now  to  deal  with  99,690 
altogether.  That  changes  the  position  of 
the  Department  very  much  indeed,  and 
in  such  a  way  as  to  justify  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  deputy  head,  and  not  only  so,, 
but  the  affairs  of  the  Indians  themselves, 
are  changed  altogether.  It  is  not  only 
administering  the  affairs  of  100,000  scat- 
tered all  over  the  country,  but  it  is  deal- 
ing with  these  Indians  in  a  peculiar 
slate,  when  a  good  many  of  them  require^ 
assistance  to  prevent  them  from  starving,, 
when  efforts  are  being  raadtt  to  educate 
them  in  the  habits  of  civilized  life,  and  to^ 
teach  them  to  farm  and  to  earn  their 
own  subsistence.  -  All  these  things  in- 
crease enormously  the  labors  of  the  De- 
partment, and  involve  very  large  expen- 
ditures.  There  Are  large  additional 
subsidies,  not  paid  out  en  bloc,  but  dis- 
tributed to  individual  Indians  in  small 
sums.  All  these  things  involve  a  f;reat 
deal  of  work  and  expense,  which  Wviuld 
justify,  not  merely  the  creation  of  a. 
deputy  head,  but  of  a  new  department, 
and,  if  such  a  department  were  created,  it. 
would  have  as  much  to  do,  and,  perhaps,, 
moi'e  than  some  of  the  existing  depart-^ 
ments. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  wish  to  know 
why  a  gentleman  can  do  more  work,  or 
do  it  better,  as  a  deputy  head  than  as  a. 
clerk  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  thinks  that 
he  has  hit  a  nail  very  accurately 
on  the  head.  it  is  not  pro- 
posed to  increase  the  staff  of  the^ 
Department  by  this  Bill,  nor  to  augment 
the  salaries.  It  is  proposed  to  convert  a 
first  clerk  into  a  deputy  head.  How 
will  that  enable  him  to  perform  hi» 
duties  better,  the  hon.  gentleman  asks  ? 
Because  it  gives  him  a  distinctive 
authority,  and  enables  him  to  carry  on 
the  affairs  of  the  department  by  himself, 
in    many  instances   without  the  delays^ 
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which  would  be  involved  by  having  to 
wait  for  th«  action  of  the  head  of  the 
Department.  The  Minister  of  the 
Interior  is  the  head  of  the  Government, 
as  well  as  of  the  department,  and  it  is 
impossible  for  him  to  give  the  attention 
to  the  details  of  this  Indian  branch  that 
he  would  like  to  give  them,  and  the 
powers  of  a  deputy  head  are 
necessary  to  conduct  the  Indiari 
affairs.  To  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, the  deputy  head  is  head  of 
the  Indian  Department.  That  is  an 
advantage,  and  a  very  great  advantage  it 
is.  The  expense  .involved  by  the  change 
is  a  bagatelle.  The  first  clerk  gets  now 
$2,100  or  $2,200,  but,  as  a  deputy  head, 
he  will  get  |3,200.  Nobody  will  suppose 
that  the  (Government  is  altering  the  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  this  gentleman 
an  increased  salary.  That  is  not  tbe 
statesmanlike  conduct  which  even  the 
hon.  member  from  Halifax  would  attri- 
bute to  the  Government. 

The  first  six  clauses  were  adopted. 

On  the  7  th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  :  I  rise  to  iex- 
press  my  dissent  from  the  dictum  of  the 
leader  of  the  Government,  wherein  he 
says  that  my  hon.  friend  from  DeLorim- 
ier  (Mr.  Bureau)  ought  not  to  discuss 
the  question  of  the  cost  incidental  to 
these  changes.  I  think  it  is  very  proper 
to  discuss  the  expenditure  involved  in 
the  passage  of  any  bill  which  may,  for 
the  moment,  be  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  In  fact,  we  know  that, 
in  past  years,  the  expenditure  of  the 
Dominion  formed  a  very  prominent  sub- 
ject of  debate  in  this  Chamber,  session 
after  session,  and  bills  have  frequently 
been  rejected  by  the  Senate  on  the  ground 
that  they  entailed  additional  expense 
on  the  Exchequer  of  Canada.  The 
Bill  itself,  as  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Halifax  has  explained,  does 
not  involve  many  changes  beyond  the 
formation  of  a  new  sub-department  of  the 
Government  and  the  introduction  of 
certain  clauses  which  affect  the  Indians. 
As  far  as  the  changes  affecting  the 
Indians  are  concerned,  they  all  seem  in 
the  right  direction,  giving  the  Depart- 
ment more  control  over  minors,  and 
giving  them  arbitrary  and  quick  power 
over  the  distribution  of  the  estates  of 
intestate  Indians.  As  to  the  general 
terms  oi  the  measure,  I  find  no  fault 
Hon.  Sir  Alex.  Campbell, 


whatever  with  it,  beyond  the  doubtful 
propnoty  cf  the  increased  cost  which  the 
adoption  of  a  sub-department  of  the 
Government  involves  ;  because  we 
know  that  those  things  are  very 
apt  to  grow  and  it  may  be  that, 
some  day  or  other,  it  will  be  found 
necessary,  as,  indeed,  the  hon.  the 
leader  of  the  Government  in  this  House 
foreshadows,  to  put  a  head  upon  the 
Department,  and  give  it  a  minister, 
instead  of  having  it  under  the  gentleman 
who  now  controls  the  Department  of  the 
Interior.  The  hon.  Senator  from  De 
Lorimier  called  attention  to  some  very 
grave  and  serious  expenditures,  more 
particularly  in  British  Columbia,  where 
W9  find  that,  last  year,  over  $48,000  was 
expended,  of  which  less  than  $10,000  was 
paid  to  the  Indians  themselves,  for  their 
actual  relief  and  assistance,  the  balance 
going  for  payment  oi  commissioners, 
agents,  etc.  That  seems  a  very  great 
disproportion.  With  reference  to  the 
Indian  reserves  in  British  Columbia,  the 
subject  is  a  very  large  and  important 
one,  and  I  hope  that  the  Government, 
while  they  are  making  changes  in 
their  Indian  policy,  will  see  that 
British  Columbia  be  induced  to  deal 
more  justly  with  the  abongines  in  the 
future  than  in  the  past.  While  the  late 
Government  were  in  office,  a  good  deal 
of  correspondenoe  passed  between  Brit 
ish  Columbia  and  the  Dominion  with 
reference  to  the  qu*»stion.  At  the  time 
of  Confederation  it  was,  evidently, 
assumed,  as  appeara  by  the  Minutes  of 
Council  and  Act  of  Union,  that  the 
condition  of  the  Indians  in  that  Pro- 
vince was  somewhat  similar  to  that  of 
the  Indians  in  other  pacts  of  the  Dom- 
inion. It  would  seem,  from  the  reading 
of  the  clause  in  the  Act  of  Union  upon 
this  subject,  that  British  Columbia 
was  extremely  anxious  that  our  treat- 
ment of  the  Indians  should  not  be 
less  liberal  than  their  treatment  had 
previously  been.  On  investigation,  it  was 
found  that  the  Indians  of  that  province 
had  practically  been  robbed  of  their  terri- 
tory, the  Indian  title  never  having  been 
extinguished,  and  that  the  country  had 
never  beon  purchased  from  the  Indians, 
as  is  the  custom  in  other  parts  of  the 
Dominion.  The  colonists  who  settled  in 
that  country  had,  apparently,  taken  pos- 
session of  it,  and   declined  to'recogniate 
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that  the  Indians  had  any  prerogative  or 
right  to  the  territory.  The  knowledge 
that  a  very  different  policy  had  been 
pursned  towards  the  Indians  east  of  the 
Rocky  Mountains,  naturally  led  to  very 
angry  feelings  on  the  part  of  the 
Indians  of  British  Columbia.  When 
When  the  Indian  title  was  being  extin- 
guished by  treaties,  on  the  east  side  ol 
the  Rocky  Mountains,  those  in  British 
Columbia  became  cognizant  of  the  liberal 
treatment  that  the  Federal  Government 
was  meting  out  to  tbe  Indians  in  that 
flection — the  paynient  npt  only  of  large 
sums  annually;  but  the  allotment  of  large 
reserves  to  enable  them  to  carry  on  their 
ordinary  pursuits  of  fishing  and  hunting. 
This  knowledge  led  to  very  serious  irrita- 
tion among  the  Indians  of  British  Colum- 
bia, and  I  am  not  aware  that  the  contro- 
versy that  was  opened  up  a  few  years 
ago,  has  been  brought  to  a  close.  I 
think,  myself,  that  it  is  a  very  grave 
x|uostion,  and  this  large  expenditure,  to 
which  allusion  has  been  made,  of  $48,000, 
is  simply  the  result  of  this  misunder- 
standing that  has  prevailed  with  the 
Indians  of  British  Columbia.  It  was 
natural  to  assume  that,  when  that  Pro- 
vince came  into  the  Union,  the  Indians 
would  not  be  a  tax  upon  Canada,/ from 
the  wording  of  the  paragraph  in  the 
original  Act  of  Union,  but  the  fact  that 
a.  sum  of  nearly  $50,000  was  spent  last 
year  on  that  account  is  ample  evidence  to 
prove  that  a  very  grave  item  of  expendi- 
ture is  involved  in  the  British  Columbia 
ilndian  question.  My  opinion  is,  that 
the  Indian  reserves  in  that  Pro- 
vince were  entirely  too  small ;  that  the 
area  allotted  by  the  Local  Government 
was  entirely  too  restricted.  The  tribes 
of  British  Columbia  are  rather  superior 
-to  those  of  any  other  part  of  the  conti- 
nent. Many  of  them  are  owners  ot  con- 
siderable herds  of  cattle,  and  theii:  ten- 
dency is  to  improve  their  condition  in 
the  ways  followed  in  civilized  life.  They 
take  to  trading  more  readily  than  Indian 
.tribes  of  the  eastern  slope  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains,  and,  therefore,  it  would  have 
been  highly  desirable  if  we  had  encou- 
jraged  that  tendency.  Tbe  Government 
-of  British  Columbia  should  have  been 
-compelled,  in  some  way  or  other,  to  allot 
4x>  the  Indians  such  lands  as  would  en- 
Able  them  to  develop  such  capacity  as 
:Xhey  give  evidence  of,  because  a  great 
Hon.  Mr.  Scott, 


many  of  them  have  acquired  considerable 
means  by  trading  with  the  whites,  and 
by  the  natural  increase  of  their  stock. 
But  it  appears  to  me  that  the  narrow 
policy  of  British  Columbia  rather  de- 
feated itself,  and  led  to  this  grave  ques- 
tion, and  to  the  expenditure  of  this 
heavy  sum  of  $50,000  for  Indian  service 
in  British  Columbia  in  one  year.  The 
Indians,  feeling  indignant  at  the  manner 
in  which  they  had  been  treated,  natur- 
ally threatened  reprisals,  and  I  under- 
stand that  this  large  expenditure  is 
entirely  due  to  our  endeavor  to  biing 
about  such  a  settlement  as  will  satisfy 
the  Indian  claim.  I  draw  attention  to 
this  subject  because  I  think  it  is  time 
when  it  ought,  in  conjunction  with  this 
Indian  Bill,  to  be  considered,  and  I  trust 
that  this  Government  will  use  all  the 
influence  that  they  can  to  bring  about 
such  a  settlement  of  this  British  Colum- 
bia Indian  question  as  will,  in  the  future, 
save  us  from  such  heavy  outlay. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— If  I  had 
been  aware  chat  this  particular  phase  of 
the  Indian  question  was  likely  to  be  dis- 
cussed at  any  such  length,  and  in  such  a 
manner  as  it  has  been  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  I 
might  have  been  prepared  to  reply  to 
the  extraordinary  charges  he  has  made 
against  the  Governments  of^  the  late 
Colony  of  British  Columbia.  The  hon. 
Senator  began  with  an  expi'ession  which 
seemed  to  me  to  come  with  the  worst  pos- 
sible grace  from  a  gentleman  who  had 
been  a  member  of  the  Government  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada.  He  has  stated 
that,  in  his  o[)inion,  the  Indians  of  Bri 
tish  Columbia  had  been  practically  robbed 
by  the  Government  of  that  Province  be- 
fore it  became  an  integral  part  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  prepared  to 
prove  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— That  ex- 
pression is  one  which  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman,  on  second  thoughts,  should 
not  have  made  use  of  It  seems  to  me 
to  bo  an  assertion  that,  even  if  it  bore 
the  lease  semblance  of  truth,  oomes  with 
bad  grace  fi-om  the  ex-Secretary  of  State, 
or  from  any  past  or  present  member  of 
the  Dominion  Government,  as  applitd  to 
the  acts  of  the  Government  of  a  province 
before  Confederation.      He  proceeded  to 


Digitized  by 


Google 


184 


Indian  Laws 


[SENATE.] 


C&nsalideUion  Bill. 


emphasize  what  he  had  said  by  adding 
that  it   had    been    the    object    of    the 
Government  of  the   Im|)erial  Colony  of 
British  Columbia  to  give  to  the  Indians 
the   very   worst   reserves   of  land   they 
could   pick   out  for   that  purpose.     The 
mere   fact  that  the  hou.  gentleman  has 
made  such  an  assertion  is  proof  that  he 
has  spoken  on  the  subject  upon  glaringly 
incorrect  premises  and  without  sufficient 
data.       Prior     to     Confederation,    the 
Indians  of  British  Columbia  had  always 
had  reserved  to  them  the  localities  which 
they    had    occupied    before    the    white 
peoi)le   came   to    British     Columbia,   as 
being  the   most    valuable   part   of    the 
colony,  and   these   reserves  were  always 
allowed      to      them,      yet      the     hon. 
gentleman     tells   us    that   the  Govern- 
ment of  British   Columbia   had   robbed 
the   Indians    of    their    lands,  and   had 
picked   out     for   their    oc:}upation    the 
worst  locations  that   could  possibly   be 
found.    Up  to  a  certain  point,  the  course 
taken  by  ny  hon.  friend  has  a  shadow  of 
foundation.     These  reserves   were    not, 
perhaps,  sufficiently  large  for  the  pur- 
poses for  which  they  were  intended  ;  but, 
as  I  said  before,  up  to  Confederation,  the 
Government   had  not  only  allowed  the 
Indians  all   the   land  they  had  occupied, 
but  any  other  lands  they  made  applica- 
tion for,  for  their  own  use  and  benefit 
for  all   time  to  come.     I  defy  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  shew  that  this  was  not  the 
case. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— When  the  British 
colonists  first  went  there,  who  had  pos- 
session of  the  country  1  I'he  hon.  gen- 
tleman talks  of  giving  to  the  Indians ; 
the  Indians  allowed  the  white  people  to 
come  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— The  hon. 
gentleman  can  supply  the  answer  to  his 
own  question  as  well  as  I  can.  What 
I  contend  is,  that  the  policy  of  the 
colony  of  British  Columbia  towards  the 
Indians  was  one  of  the  most  liberal 
policies  that  could  possibly  be  adopted, 
and  the  success  of  that  policy  shewed 
the  wisdom  of  the  ground  on  which  it 
was  founded,  and,  further  than  that,  the 
satisfactory  terms  on  which  the  Indians  had 
always  lived  up  to  the  time  of  the  Union 


resident  of  British  Columbia  for  many^ 
years — nearly   the  full    number   of  th^- 
yeara  that  British    Columbia  has  been 
occupied  by  whites — and  I  must  say  that, 
up  to  the  time  of  Confederation,  no  dis- 
tinct classes  or  races  of  people  could  have 
lived  on  better  terms  than  the  Indian 
tribes  of  that  Province  and  the  white 
people  who  had  settled  amongst  them  ; 
and,  at  Confederation,  all  that  was  pro- 
posed in  relation  to  the  Indians  was,  as- 
my  hon.  friend    has  quoted    from  the 
Terms  of  Union,   that  ohe  Indians  of 
British  Columbia  should  be  treated  with 
no  less  liberality  than  had  formerly  been 
their  lot.     If  they  Imd  since  then  been 
treated  in  exactly  the  same  spirit  as  they 
were  prior  to  Confederation,  the  same 
satisfaction  and  good  frcling  would  exist 
between  them  and  the  white  people  to- 
day ;  but  what  is  the  facti     Ever  since 
Confederation  it  seemed  to  be  thought 
necessary  by  the  authorities  of  Canada, 
that  they  should,  more  or  less,  interfere 
with  the  peculiar  state  of  affairs  in  that 
Province.     In  some  way  or  other  it  came 
to  the  knowledge  of  our  Indians  that  the 
tribesin  other  partsof.the  Dominion,  under 
entirely    different    circumstances,   wore 
treated  in  apparently  a  better  way  than 
the  Indians  of  British  Columbia.     They 
were  led  to  suppose   that,  by   making   a 
little  trouble  on   the  subject,  enormous 
reser\  es  would  be  gi-anted  for  their  bene- 
fit,  far  beyond   what    they    had    been 
accustomed   to,   or   would  have  any  use 
for,  and  that   they   would   be  subsidized 
and    petted    in    various   ways.      These 
changes,   in   regard   to  the  policy  to  be 
pursued     towards     them,      they     were 
taught     to      expect,      and       t.'ie      un- 
fortunate  part  of  it  is   this  :   that,  while 
they  have  been  encouraged  te  expect  this, 
and  that  to  be  done  for  them  during  the 
long  years  that  have   elapsed   since  Con- 
federation,  the  promises   made   to    the 
Indians   have  not  been  carried  out,  and 
nothing,  so  to  speak,  has   been  done  in 
the  direction  in  which  they  were  induced 
to  look  with  hopeful  feelings.     Such  are 
the    sole  reasons  why,    at   the    presenit 
moment,    there    is    any    dissatisfaotioti 
among  the  Indians  in  British  Columbia. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Is  not  one  of  the 
present  objects  of  the  Land  Commission  in 


shewed    that  the    policy  of   the    local  |  B.itish  Columbia  to  allot  to  the  Indians. 
Government  was  entirely  satisfactory  to  |  a  larger  ai-ea  than   they  had  before  that 
the  Indians  themselves.     I  have  been  a  |  oolony  came  into  the  Union! 
Ban,  Jfr.  Comtoall. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— If  the  hon. 
gentleman  bad  done  ine  the  honor  to  listen 
to  what  I   was  saying,  he  would  have 
heard  me  state  that  I  confessed  that  the 
amount  of  land  that  the  Indians   pre- 
Tiously  held  was  not  quite  so  large  as 
they  might  be  entitled  to  ;  but   will  the 
luHL  gentleman  listen  now  while  I  assert, 
without  fear  of  contradiction,  that,  up  to 
the  time  of  Confederation,  every  acre  of 
land  the  Indians  had  asked  for,  for  their 
own  use,  had  been  given  to  them  )     He 
has  also  complained   of  the  expense  of 
the  Indian   Reserve  Land   Commission, 
bat  at  whose  door  shall  that  lie  )    That 
Commission  was  appointed  by  the  Gov- 
ernment, of  which   the   hon.   gentleman 
himself  was  a  leading  member.     I  do  not 
know  on  whose  advice,  or    what  induced 
the  Government  of  that  hon.  gentleman 
to  make  such   an   arrangement  as  they 
did,  as  to  the  way  in  which  these  reserves 
ehould  be  allotted,  but  I   say  this :   that 
the  hon.   gentleman  and  his   colleagues, 
in  the  whole  course  of  the  five  years  of 
mismunagement,    expense  and   extrava- 
gance which  characterized   their  conduct 
of  affairs,  never  made  a  greater   mistake 
than  in  the  policy  they  adof)ted  in  refer- 
ence   to    the    Indians    of   British   Col- 
umbia.    The     whole    thing     has     been 
done     in     the      most      reckless     and 
extravagant    and,    beyond    that,    in    a 
most  foolish  way.     The  Government  of 
Oanada  of  that  day   had   among  their 
offi'cials  in   British   Columbia  a  body  of 
men  (the  former  Stipendiary  Magistrates 
of   the    colony)   who   had    a    thorough 
mcquaintauce  with  the   Indians  and  their 
requirements,   an  1   with   the  conditions 
and  necessities  of  the  country,  and  had 
they  been  well  advised  they  would  have 
employed   those    competent   men,   at  a 
comparatively     small     expense,    to    do 
thoroughly  well,  in  a  limited  time,  work 
which,  under  the  present  system,  has  ex- 
tended over  several  years,  with  but  small 
results  as  compared  with  the  monetary 
outlay  attending  it.     The  onus   of  the 
ezpAnse  so  attending   the  present  com- 
mission must  be  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
bon.    gentleman    (who     has    made    the 
extraordinary  speech   we  have   listened 
to),  and  his  colleagues  in  the  late  Govern- 
ment, with  regard  to  the   question  of  the 
"  robbery  "  of  the  Indians — ^for  that  is 
the    tvrm    he     made    use  of.      I     ask 
the       hon.       gentleman       where      the 
Hon,  Mr.  Scott. 


"  robbery "  oomes  in,  and  whether 
it  is  not  when  you  go  to  a  race 
of  unsophisticated  people  who  know  no- 
thing of  the  value  of  the  land  you  wish  to 
obtain,  and  ask  them  to  dispose  of  the 
inalienable  title  to  it  in  perpetuity  to  youi 
for  a  ridiculously  small  sum  of  money, 
or  the  equivalent  of  money  1  That  is 
what  I  eonsider  robbing  the  Indians,  and 
I  hope  that  policy  will  never  be  adepted 
in  British  Columbia.  The  Indians  of 
that  Province,  up  to  the  last  few  years, 
never  supposed  for  a  moment  that  they 
held  for  themselves  the  fee  simple  to  the 
lands  of  British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Who  hold  it  1 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL—T  say  that 
the  Indians  never  entertained  that  idea 
until  it  was  put  into  their  heads,  and  the 
utter  uselessness  of  inducing  them  to 
think  it  is  so  vested  in  themselves.  The 
madness  of  the  act  which  would  try  to 
persuade  them  so  to  think,  and  the  want 
of  morality  which  would  enable  Govern  - 
ment  having  so  induced  them  to  believe, 
to  go  the  next  moment  and  o&*er  them  a 
mean  pittance  for  the  sjirrender  of  their 
title,  is  an  idea  which  I  did  not  suppose 
even  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  would 
have  promulgated  in  the  way  he  has. 
There  is  one  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman's 
speech  with  which  I  can  agree.  He 
spoke  of  the  superior  character  of  the 
Indians  of  British  Columbia,  and  the 
manner  in  which  they  had  acquired 
property.  Under  what  circumst^inces 
did  they  acquire  it  %  Was  it  from  being 
held  in  a  state  of  tutelage,  and  from 
being  prevente«l  from  mixing  on  equal 
terms  with  the  other  citizens  of  the 
country  which  they  occupy  1  I«  it  from 
{)reventing  them  from  sueing  or  being 
sued  1 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  have  the 
same  right  to  that  property  that  William 
Penn  recognized  when  he  purchased  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania  from  the  Indians  '^ 
they  have  the  same  t  ight  that  the  British 
Crown  acknowledged  the  Indians  on  this 
part  of  the  continent  where  wo  are  now 
standing  possessed,  only  very  much 
stronger,  because  the  aborignal  popula- 
tion in  British  Columbia  was  three  times 
as  large  in  proportion  to  the  habitable 
area  of  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— I  was 
asking  the  hon.   gentleman   whether  he- 
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thought  it  was  by  holding  these  Indians 
in  a  state  of  tutelage,  or  as  children  that 
they  acquired  this  property  he  speaks  oft 
Was  it  not  because  they    wei'e  put  on 
^exactly  ^he  same  footing  as  the  whites  in 
British  Columbia  ?     Was  it  not  because 
they  enjoy  the  same  rights  and  immuni- 
ties ;  and  was  it  not  because  they  were 
protected  by  the  same  laws  and  transact- 
-ed  their  business^  took  care  of  their  own 
affairs,  and  were  encouraged  and  protect- 
ed in  every  way,  that  the  British  Colum- 
bia Indians   have   been 'more  successful 
than  the  Indians   of  any  other  parts  of 
the  Dominion  of  Canada )     These  are  the 
reasons,  and  such  are  the  causes,  which 
have  enabled  the  Indians  of  my  Province 
to   occupy  and   cultivate  coropai-atively 
large  tracts  of  country,  and   to  accumu- 
late   personal    property.     In    my    own 
neighborhood  there   ai'e   several   Indian 
farms  that  number  hundreds  of  acres  in 
extent,  cultivated  year  by  year,  and  the 
proceeds  are  disposed  of  just  in  the  same 
way  as  the  products   of  white  settlers' 
farms  would  be.     Therefore,  I  think,  if 
we   take  all  these  things  into  considera- 
tion, it  must  be  allowed  that  the  policy 
which    had      been    in      operation      in 
British  Columbia    prior   to   the    Union 
must  have  been  one  eminently  suited  to 
to  the   wants    of  the   Indians    and  the 
character  of  the   country  in   which   they 
lived.     In  the  course  of  his  remarks   the 
hon.  gentleman  expressed  the  hope  that 
the  Indians  of  British  Columbia  should 
not  be  a  tax  on  the  resources  of  Canada. 
That  is  a  hope  which   I  and    every  in- 
habitant of  British  Columbia  will   echo 
in  the   most   heartfelt  manner.     If  you 
consult  any  Biitish   Columbian   on   this 
subject  he  will  tell  you  that  the  Indians 
are  perfectly  able  to  take  care   of  them- 
selves ;  that  they  are  intelligent,  honest, 
straightforward  people,  who  are  only  too 
willing  to  engage  in  the  ordinary  occupa- 
tions which   other  persons  in  the  same 
}>osition  of  lite   follow.     They   are  em- 
ployed in    every   class   of  labor  ;   they 
sliould   be,   and   are   of  great  economic 
value   to   the   Dominion,     and  all  that 
British  Columbians  will  ask  of  you  will 
be  to  leave  the  Indians  in  the  same  posi- 
tion in   which  you    found  them  at  the 
time  of  CoutVfderation.     Do  not  go  over 
there    and  meildle  ;  do    not   put  ideas 
into  their  heads  for   which   there   is   no 
necessity  ;  do  not  think  that,  because  in 
Hon.  Mr,  CornwalL 


this  part  of  Canada  you  have  been 
more  or  less  sucoessful  in  the  treatment 
of  Indians  who  exist  under  totally 
different  circumstances,  that  the  same 
considerations'  must  guide  you  in  the' 
management  of  Indian  affairs  in  British 
Columbia.  The  conditions  are  perfectly 
distinct,  and,  if  I  am  to  argue  from  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  arc  condi- 
tions which  are  not  understood,  and 
which  cannot  be  understood  by  those 
who  reside  in  the  centre  of  Ontario. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  did  not  suppose, 
when  I  -  commented  upon  the  British 
Columbian  policy,  that  my  remarks 
would  give  rise  to  an  angry  debate. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat  has,  I  think,  misconceived  a 
large  part  of  the  statement  that  I  made. 
I  take  this  ground,  and  I  say  that  it  is 
incontrovertible,  that  the  Indian  title  in 
British  Columbia  has  never  been  extin- 
guished, as  it  has  been  in  all  other  parts 
of  the  Dominion,  by  regular  treaties. 
The  policy  laid  down  two  hundred  yean 
ago,  and  which  has  been  faithfully  car- 
ried out  in  this  country  ever  sinoe, 
was  to  acquire  the  title  of  the 
Indians  to  their  lands.  The  United 
States  commenced  in  the  same  way,  but 
of  late  years  they  have  violated  their 
treaties  with  the  Indian  tribes,  and  the 
results  are  seen  in  destructive  wars,  en- 
tailing large  loss  of  life  and  heavy  ex- 
pense upon  the  nation.  The  Indians  in 
British  Columbia  are  some  45,000  in 
number,  nearly  as  many  as  in  all  other 
parts  of  the  Dominion.  Before  the 
Province  was  united  to  Canada  the 
aborigines  took  care  of  themselves.  The 
whites  were  few  in  number,  and  were 
not  able  to  cope  with  the  Indians.  A 
few  years  ago  this  Indian  question 
cropped  up,  inasmuch  as  the  tribes 
objected  to  being  restricted  to  the  small 
reserves  alloted  to  them  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Province.  The  whites,  who 
formed  less  than  a  fourth  of  the  popula- 
tion of  the  Province,  tried  to  restrict  the 
Indians  to  ten  acres  for  each  of  their 
number.  The  hon.  Senator  from  Ashcroft 
says  that  if  we  had  let  the  Indians  alone 
no  trouble  would  have  arisen.  I  suppose 
not ;  the  tribes  would  have  obtained  the 
mastery.  The  commission  which  was 
formed  to  settle  the  Indian  difficulty 
was  8  necessity,  to  avert  bloodshed  in 
the  Province. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL—No,  no  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentle- 
man  says  **  No,"  but  I  am  sure  that  the 
leader  of  the  Government  in  this  Houne, 
if  he  will  consult  the  documents  in  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  will  see  that 
appeals  were  made  by  the  people  of 
British  Columbia  to  send  the 
Mounted  Police  or  an  armed  force  into 
the  Prorince  to  protect  thim  from  the 
Indians. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
am  not  aware  thtit  any  sucU  ap(>eal8 
were  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Well,  I  am  aware 
that  appeals  were  made  for  armed 
assistance,  and  the  Commission  was 
organized  for  the  very  purpose  of 
endeavoring  to  conciliate  the  Indians 
and  prevent  an  open  rupture  between 
them  and  the  white  population. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— I  should  like 
to  ask  the  hon.'  gentleman  whether  the 
appeals  for  help  came  from  the  (Govern- 
ment of  British  Columbia  or  from  the 
Commissioners  t 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Some  of  them 
from  the  Indian  Commissioner,  and  (I 
speak  subject  to  correction)  I  think  one 
from  the  Government  of  British 
Columbia,  stating  that  it  would  be 
desirable  to  send  some  of  the  Mounted 
Police  into  the  Province  to  protect  the 
-white  population.  However,  althotigh 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Ashcroft  finds 
fault  with  my  strong  language— it  may 
possibly  be  strong,  but  it  ebout  conveys 
the  true  meaning  of  the  situation — 
he  admits  practically  that  the  Indian 
title  was  not  extinguished.  He  says 
that  the  handful  of  white  settlers  in  the 
Province  treated  the  Indians  with  great 
liberality  when  they  landed  upon  their 
coast,  and  allotted  to  them,  out  of  their 
^wn  patrimony,  that  had  belonged  to 
their  tribes  for  centuries,  ten  acres 
apiece. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— 1  beg  the 
hon.  gentleman's  pardon ;  I  said  nothing 
of  tho  sort. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Well,  that  is  the 
amount  that  they  con  tern  plf  tod  allotting, 
but  the  Indians  took  good  care  that  they 
were  not  to  be  restricted  to  ten  acres 
.fiach,  and  this  Commission  was  the  result 
Hon.  Mr.  Scott. 


of  a  grave  necessity  to  avert  bloodshed. 
It  was  no  part  of  our  bargain  with 
British  Columbia  that  we  were  to  pay 
these  Indians,  yet  we  were  called  upon 
last  year  to  expend  nearly  $50,000  for 
that  purpose.  Are  we  not  justified, 
therefore,  in  pointing  to  that  fact  as 
evidence  that  the  state  of  affairs  in 
British  Columbia,  in  reference  to  the 
Indians,  is,  to  use  a  mild  term,  ex- 
tremely unsatisfactory?  The  hon.  gentle- 
man takes  exception  to  what  I  said,  but 
is  not  prepared  to  controvert  the  main 
proposition  which  I  laid  down — that  the 
Indian  title  in  British  Columbia  was  not 
extinguished,  and,  therefore,  the  Indians 
were  justified  in  refusing  to  accept  the 
reserves  allotted  them  by  the  Act  of  the 
Local  Legislature. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  happen 
to  be  one  of  the  handful  of  men  who 
landed  in  British  Columbia.  I  arrived 
therein  1851,  and  I  know  that,  instead  of 
treating  the  Indians  unjustly,  they  were 
treated  most  justly,  called  together  by 
Governor  Sir  James  Douglas,  who  told 
them  that  he  wishe<l  to  puix;hase  certain 
parts  of  their  lands  with  a  view  to  set- 
tling upon  them.  The  Indians  said 
"  Yes,  we  will  give  you  our  lands  if  you 
will  nay  us  for  them,  and  we  will  keep 
some  for  ourselves."  The  lands  were 
purchased  and  paid  for  in  Blankets,  guns 
and  goods  of  different  kinds. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCoTT— Did  you  sottle  in 
that  way  with  all  the  tribes  1 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— No  ;  but 
we  settled  with  part  of  them  and  they 
selected  the  reserves.  There  is  now, 
opposite  the  city  of  Victoria,  a  reserve 
of  seventy  acres,  only  five  of  which  they 
occupy.  It  is  a  well  known  faet  that 
prior  to  the  union  of  the  Province  with 
Canada,  the  Indians  never  had  any 
complaints,  never  complained  of  small 
reserves,  and  that  is  why  this  clause  was 
put  in  the  Union  Act.  Our  people 
treated  the  Indians  fairly  and  justly. 
All  that  they  asked  for  was  that  the 
Indians  should  be  treated  as  liberally  as 
they  had  been  before.  The  Indians 
never  claimed  moi-e  of  the  country  than 
their  own  reserves,  never  claimed  the 
whole  country,  and,  so  long  as  those 
reserves  were  guaranteed  to  them,  that 
was  all  that  was  required.  Treaties  ex- 
tinguishing   titles  were    not   necessary. 
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But,  directly  the  Indian  Commis8ionei*s 
wera  apix)inted,  and  the  Government 
ot  this  country  began  te  deal  with  the 
qaestion,  there  were  complaints.  The 
dissatisfaction  was  excited  by  the  clergy 
and  piiests  in  the  countiy,  who  urged 
them  to  demand  large  reserves.  This  is 
the  impression  :  that  it  was  the'  work  of 
designing  men,  those  who  knew .  the 
Indians  had  no  fear  of  bloodshed.  In 
connection  with  the  reserves,  a  great 
evil  is  being  wroi!ight.  There  is  a  whole- 
sale sacrifice  of  good  lands  to  the  Indians, 
who  will  never  utilize  them,  and  white 
people  will  be  prevented  from  settling 
there.  So  far  frem  the  Indians  object- 
ing to  the  presence  of  the  whites  amongst 
them,  it  so  happens  that  thoy  were  ghtd 
to  have  them  in  the.  country.  At  one 
place  the  Hadson  Bay  Company  built 
/i  fort,  which  they  subsequently  decided 
to  abandon.  When  the  Indians  heard 
of  their  intentio^,  they  tried  to  prevent 
them  from  going,  and  the  whites  had 
actually  to  abandon  that  fort,  in  the 
middle  of  the  night,  and  escape  in  their 
ships.  Tke  Indians  were  determined  to 
keep  them,  because  they  had  the  benefit 
of  their  trade  and  their  protection  from 
other  tribes.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company  ever  found  it 
necessjiry  to  pay  for  the  sites  of  their 
forts,  because  the  Indians  were  always 
glad  to  have  them  in  the  country.  With 
regard  to  the  size  of  the  reserves,  ten 
acres  would,  in  some  parts  of  the  Pro- 
vince, be  large  enough.  A  family  ot 
five  would  be  entitled  to  fifty  acres,  and 
that  is '  mors  land  than  they  could  use. 
In  other  parts  of  the  country,  where 
there  is  only  pasture  lands,  larger  re 
serves  are  required,  and  larger  areas  are 
allotted  to  them,  much  of  whieh  they  do 
not  use 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

The  clauses  following  it,  down  to  the 
26th  inclusive  (with  the  exception  of  the 
lUh,  which  was  reserved)  were  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL,  from  the  Comnit- 
tee,  reported  that  they  had  made  some 
progress  with  the  Bill,  and  askod  leave 
to  sit  again  to-morrow. 

CANADA    GUARANTEE    COMPANY'S 
AMENDMENT   BILL. 

8B00ND   READTNO. 

Hon.   Mr.    FBRRIER     moved     the 
second  readins^  of    BUI   (22)  <<  Farther 
Han,  Mr.  Macdonald, 


to  amend  the  Act  therein  eibed,  incorpo- 
rating the  Canada  Guarantee  CJompany."' 
He  said  :  The  only  change  in  the  Bill  was 
to  place  the  double  liability  obligation 
into  positive  stock  aa  a  more  permanent 
security  for  the  insurers.  The  double 
liability  could  not  be  called  for,  as  mem- 
bers were  aware,  unless  the  Company 
went  into  liquidation  ;  but,  it  being  con- 
verted into  stock,  the  whole  was  avail- 
able. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  oppose  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape,  l^cause  it  was  exceedingly  mis- 
leading. The  Canada  Guarantee  Com- 
pany had  been  incorporated  in  1852,  yet 
only  one-fifth  of  the  $50,000  capital, 
stock  had  been  })aid  up.  In  the  face  of 
this  they  coolly  asked  Parliament 
to  allow  them  to  issue  more  stock  ! 
If  the  Bill  was  passed  in  its  present 
shape  it  would  relieve  the  stockholders 
of  the  double  liability,  unconditionally. 
They  had  been  granted  their  charter  on 
the  understanding  that  the  shareholders 
should  be  liable  for  double  the  amount  of 
their  stock.  Parliament  should  not  alter 
the  conditions  on  which  the  bonds  of  the 
company  had  been  accepted  as  securities. 
Those  bonds  were  held  in  all  parts  of  the 
Dominion,  and  were  supposed  to  repre- 
sent a  certain  amount  of  security,  which 
the  passage  of  this  Bill  would  diminish. 
That  was  something  which  Parliament 
should  not  sanction.  He  had  examined 
the  notice  of  this  Bill  in  the  Canada^ 
Gazette,  and  it  professed  to  increase  the 
stock  of  the  company.  In  his  opinion, 
the  efifect  of  the  Bill  was  to  diminish  it, 
because,  if  passed,  the  security  of  those 
who  held  the  bonds  of  the  company 
would  be  decreased.  The  Bill  did  not 
carry  out  what  the  company  asked  for  in 
their  petition.  They  prayed  to  be  re- 
lieved from  the  double  liability  clause,  en 
condition  that  an  equal  amount  of  stock 
was  subscribed.  But  the  latter  part  of 
the  second  clause  of  the  Bill  was  a  separ- 
ate sentence  from  the  rest  of  it,  and  read 
as  follows  : — 

«  And  it  is  hereby  farther  enaoted  that  th* 
shareholders  of  the  said  company  shall  not  b* 
liable  for  or  charged  with  the  payment  of  any 
debt  or  demand  by  the  companj'  bejond  the 
amount  remaining  unpaid  upon  the  shares 
subscribed  for  or  held  by  them  respeotivelj  ia 
the  capital  stock  of  the  company .** 

He  was  inclined  to  think  that  this 
reduced  the  liability  of  the  stookholdeis. 
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"to  the  amount  of  their  respective  shares, 
while  the  charter,  under  which  thej  had 
^entered  into  transactions  with  the  people 
in  this  and  other  countries,  distinctly 
stated  that  the  liability  of  each  share- 
holder should  be  double  the  amount  of 
his  stock.  Parliament  having  author- 
ised such  a  company  to  go  into  existence, 
thought  it  necessary  to  give""  that  pro- 
testion  to  people  having  dealings  with 
them,  inasmuch  as  the  title  of  the  com- 
pany carried  the  idea  of  perfect  security. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERBIER  said  that 
nothing  could  be  further  from  the 
thoughts  of  those  connected  with  the 
<;ompany  than  a  desire  to  get  rid  of  their 
lesponsibility.  He  was  perfectly  willing 
that  the  BiU  should  not  go  any  further 
without  being  thoroughly  considered,  but 
he  could  assure  the  Senate  that  it  had 
been  thoroughly  dsscussed  in  a  commit- 
tee of  the  other  House,  and  the  Bill  was 
so  amended  as  to  pLt>tect  the  interests  of 
the  public  by  requiring  the  present  stock- 
holders to  subscribe  for  the  entire  new 
stock. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  suggested  thst  the 
Bill  might  be  amended  so  as  to  apply  its 
provisions  to  future  business  only.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  acquiesce  in 
that,  he  would  not  oppose  the  second 
reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERRIEB  said  that  he  had 
no  objection  to  the  amendment ;  it  could 
be  considered  in  the  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders  and  Private  Bills. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (G)  '<  Respecting  the  Dorchester 
Penitentiary." — (Mr.  Aikens.) 

Bill(H)  '<To  amend  the  Dominion 
Lands  Act,  1879."— (Mr.  Aikens.) 

Bill  (I)  "  To  further  oontinue  in  force, 
for  a  limited  time,  the  Better  Preven  tion 
of  Crime  Act  of  1878."— {Mr.  Aikens.) 

The  House  adjourned  at  6.10  p.m. 


THE  SENATK 
Friday,  March  19th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
Hen.  Mr,  Scott 


THE    LAW    AND    TRANSLATORS' 
DEPARTMENTS. 

COMMITTEB  APPOINTED. 

Hon.  hir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved  : — 

"  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  House  of 
Commons  to  request  that  they  will  concur  in 
the  appointment  of  a  joint  committee,  to  be 
composed  equally  of  members  of  both  Houses, 
to  consider  wheUier  it  would  not  be  attended 
with  economy  and  advantage  to  the  public 
service  if  the  law  department  of  each  House 
and  that  of  translation  were  respectively  amal- 
gamated." 

He  said :  A  very  great  economy  has 
resulted  from  the  appointment  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Printing,  and  there 
are  facts  affecting  the  two  departments 
to  which  this  notice  alludes  which  irdi- 
cate  that  a  saving  might  be  effected  by 
amalgamating  them.  With  reference  to 
the  law  department,  the  duties  of  that 
branch  of  the  public  service  are  chiefly 
performed  by  officers  of  the  other  branch 
of  the  Legislature.  We  have  a  law 
clerk  who  is  a  very  efficient  and  capable 
officer,  but  the  duties  devolving  upon  him 
are  not  very  serious ;  the  bills,  for  the 
most  part,  are  prepared  by  members 
themselves,  or  .originate  in  the  other 
Chamber,  although  I  gladly  bear  testi- 
mony to  the  fact  that  the  law  clerk  is 
ready  to,  and  does,  give  his  best  assist- 
ance to  members  in  preparing  bills,  and 
in  fuj*nishing  information  on  all  subjects 
relating  to  his  department.  But  I  think 
it  will  strike  hon.  gentlemen  that  there 
may  be  economy  and  advantage  in 
uniting  the  two  branches  of  the  law 
service  of  Parliament,  and,  in  that  way, 
obtain  greater  unity  on  economy  and 
action.  If  that  applies  to  the  law 
department,  it  applies  with  still  gi^eater 
force  to  the  translation  depai*tment, 
which,  as  it  now  stands,  is  managed  in 
the  way  which  I  shall  roughly  describe. 
The  various  papers  that  come  before  the 
House  of  Commons  are  translated  by 
the  staff  of  that  House,  and  the  various 
papers  which  come  before  the  Senate  are 
translated  by  the  staff  of  this  House. 
If  a  minister  in  the  Senate  presents  a 
report  of  his  department,  it  falls  to  the 
lot  of  the  translators  hera  to  translate  it^ 
and  if  a  mioister  in  the  other  House 
presents  a  report,  either  in  that  branch 
of  the  Legislature  or  it  is  presented  hers, 
equally  it  falls  to  the  lot  of  the  transla- 
tors  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  trans- 
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late  it,  and  the  work  ia,  probably,  not 
distributed  in  the  fairest  and  most  econ- 
omical way  amongst  the  translators  of 
both  Houses,  and  I  think  that  economy 
will  result  from  the  proposed  amalgama- 
tion, I  thought  that  the  House  would 
desire  to  know,  in  considering  this 
motion,  what  the  expense  has  been, 
during  past  years,  of  those  two  de- 
partments in  each  House.  I  have 
asked  for  statements  of  it,  and  obtained 
them  in  a  rough  way,  but  I  do  not 
desire  to  cite  them  as  being  perfectly 
correct,  or  in  the  way  of  criticisui  on  the 
expenditure  of  the  past,  but  simply  as 
containing  facts  which  members  ought  to 
know  in  consid«ring  this  resolution.  It 
has  been  difficult,  I  am  told,  to  separate 
the  cost  of  the  law  department  from  that 
of  the  translators'  depai-tment,  as  the 
chief  English  and  the  chief  French  trans- 
lators ai-e  also  called  assistant  law  clerks, 
and,  in  reference  to  the  Senate,  the  two 
items  are  given  together — that  is,  the 
cost  of  both  services.  The  statements  are 
as  follows  : — 

"The  cost  of  the  law  clerk  and  English 
translator  of  the  Senate,  during  the  past  five 
years,  in  salary,  has  heen  ^14,000.  The  cost 
of  the  chief  French  translator's  office  In  the 
Senate,  during  the  past  five  years,  in  salaries, 
has  been  $17,500.  The  clerks  of  the  French 
Journals  are  not  included  in  the  House  of 
Commons  statement.  They  cost  in  salaries, 
in  the  Senate  Department,  during  the  past  five 
years,  $10,500.  The  apparent  cost  of  the  law- 
department  and  of  the  translators'  depart- 
ment for  the  past  five  years,  in  salaries,  has 
been  $93,403  94.  This  sum  does  not  include 
an  annual  appropriation  of  $2,000,  which  is 
within  the  cost.  The  cost  of  the  law  depart, 
ment  is  really  the  salary  of  Mr.  Wickstead, 
amounting  to,  in  five  years,  $17,000." 

In  mentioning  the  name  of  that  gentle- 
man, too,  as  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Montizam- 
bert.  I  wii«h  to  speak  in  the  highest  terms 
of  his  qualifications.  There  has  been  no 
more  efiicient  officer  attached  to' either 
House  than  Mr.  Wickstead,  during  the 
thirty  or  forty  years  that  he  has  been 
connected  with  Parliament,  his  services 
extending  into  the  old  Province  of 
Canada.  I  desire,  in  speaking  of  him  and 
of  Mr.  Montizambert,  to  do  so  in  the 
highest  terms,  and  to  express  my  hope 
and  belief  that  nothing  contemplated  in 
this  resolution  will  result  in  any  action 
which  will  not  give  them  the  fairest  con- 
sideration for  their  long  and  valuable 
services.  In  moving  the  adoption  of 
Hub  motion,  I  do  not  ask  the  House  to 
Han.  iSir.  AUx.  CampbelL 


commit  itself  to  anything  more  than  an 
inquiry  which  may  or  may  not  result  in 
action,  and,  as  in  the  case  of  the  printing, 
I  thought  it  desirable  that  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee should  be  composed  equally  of  mem- 
bers of  both  Houses,  so  that  this  House 
shall  be  represented,  not  by  the  number  of 
members  in  it«  but  with  reference  to  its 
entity  as  a  House  of  Parliament,  and,  in 
that  respect,  the  practice  which  was 
pursued  with  reference  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Print- 
ing, will  be  found  very  valuable.  I  have 
re:ison  to  bslieve  that  this  action  on  our 
part  will  be  acquiesced  in  by  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  that  a  joint  committee 
of  both  Houses,  if  the  Senate  concur, 
may  be  looked  for  to  consider  those  two 
points.  Of  course,  until  they  do  so,  the 
Senate  is  committed  to  nothing  except 
that  it  is  desirable  that  the  matter  should 
be  considered. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  should 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Militia,  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  have  a  committee  which  shall 
be  the  head  of  the  translators'  depart- 
ment, or  whether  the  Government  intend 
to  have  the  appointment  of  the  chief 
officers  at  the  head  of  the  department, 
and,  also,  whether  one  of  the  present 
translators  will  receive  the  appointment  X 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
matter  is  not  to  be  under  the  control  of 
the  committee.  They  are  to  consider 
whether  or  not  the  two  services  can  be 
safely  and  advantageously  combined,  and 
they  are  to  suggest  the  mo  le  of  combin- 
ing them.  I  apprehend  that,  if  it  is  to 
be  dono  at  all,  the  committee  would 
probably  decide  that  it  should  be  on^ 
translators'  department,  with  a  certain 
number  of  officers,  whose  salaries  should 
be  so-and-so,  and  that  all  the  translation 
to  lie  done  should  be  sent  to  the  chief 
translator,  from  whom  those  under  him 
should  take  their  directions  as  to  the 
translation.  In  the  law  department  I 
should  suppose — it  is  merely  a  8up|H>- 
sition — that  a  gentleman  would  be  placed 
at  the  head  of  the  law  department  of 
both  Houses.  The  department  would 
be  at  the  service  of  both  Houses. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—The  proposition 
made  by  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Gov- 
ernment in  this  House  is  one  that,  I 
think,  must  universally  commend  itself 
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to  the  favor  of  the  Senate.  It  is  obvious 
that  no  real  difficilty  can  arise  in  carry- 
ing it  oat.  It  does  seem  extraordinary 
that  it  has  not  suggested  itself  before, 
because  it  is  quite  evident  that  the  ex- 
pense could  be  largely  reduced  by  consoli- 
dating the  law  clerks'  branch  and  t^e 
translators'  branch  of  both  Houses. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BAPTIST    UNION    OF    CANADA    BILL. 
THIRD    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMASTKR  moved  that 
the  amendment  made  in  the  Private  Bills 
Committee  to  Bill  (27)  "An  Act  to  incor- 
porate the  Baptist  Union  of  Canada,"  be 
concuiTed  in. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 


SALARIES    AND    C0NTIN0BNCIB8     OF 
THE    SENATE. 

MOTION. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called  :— 

Consideration  of  the  message  of  the 
Commons,  requesting  that  iVIr.  LeMoine, 
the  Clerk  of  the  Senate,  may  furnish,  for 
the  use  of  the  Select  Standing  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts,  a  statement  of  the 
amount  paid  to  each  member  of  the 
Senate  for  indemnity  and  mileage  for  the 
year  1879. 

Also  the  message  of  the  Commons  re- 
questing that  Mr.  LeMoine,  the  Clerk  of 
the  Senate,  may  have  leave  to  furnish 
details  of  the  sums  paid  for  salaries  and 
contingencies  of  the  Senate  for  the  year 
ended  3Cth  June,  1879. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said  : 
In  reply  to  this  message  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  I  beg  to  move  the  following 
resolutions  : — 

"  I .  Resolve  ,  that  leave  be  given  to  thf) 
Clerk  to  turnish  details  of  the  sum  of  $^4,098. 74 
paid  for  salaries  and  contingencies  of  the 
Senate  for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1879. 
for  the  use  of  the  Select  Standing  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  on  Public  Accounts 

(*  2.  Reiolved,  that  leave  be  given  to  the 
Clerk  to  furnish,  for  the  use  of  the  Select 
Standing  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  Public  Accounts,  a  detailed  statement 
of  the  amount  paid  to  each  member  of  the 
Senate  for  indnmnity  and  mileage,  and  also  of 
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the  number  of  days  each  Senator  attended  the 
sittings  of  this  House  during  the  year  1879, 
as  per  item  •  of  $83,772.48  in  the  Public 
Accounts  for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1879, 
page  88,  part  ii.  The  Senate,  in  giving  this 
leave,  assumes  that  the  said  Select  Committee 
are  about  to  require  the  presentation  to  them 
of  like  infoimation  regarding  the  attendance 
and  indemnity  of  the  members  of  the  House 
of  Commons. 

<•  3.  Resolved^  that  a  mesRage  be  sent  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  with  the  above  resolutions, 
and  to  hiform  that  Hon»e  that,  whilst  fully 
recognising  their  undoubted  right  to  inquire 
into  every  branch  of  the  public  expenditure, 
the  Senate  is  nevertheless  of  opinion  that  the 
critioU  examination  of  the  details  of  such  dis* 
bursements  as  those  referred  to  in  the  fore- 
going resolutions  is  in  the  interest  of  the  har- 
monious relations  of  the  two  Houses  best  left 
to  the  House  by  whose  order  payment '  ia 
made.** 

I  do  not  desire  to  say  anything  upon 
these  i*esolution6,  in  presenting  them  to 
the  House,  except  this  :  that,  with  rt^fer- 
ence  to  the  item  of  indemnity  to  mem- 
bers, the  rule  which  has  been  observed 
in  this  House  is  the  same  as  the  rule 
which  prevails  in  the  o«".her  branch  of 
Parliament ;  that  it  is  a  rale  which  haa 
been  sa  ictioned  by  successive  speakers  in 
both  Houses,  and  approved  of  by  the  law- 
officer  of  that  House,  and  the  law  officei*s 
of  the  Crown,  and  that,  in  a-l  respects,, 
the  two  Houses  stand  on  the  same  tooting 
and  in  the  same  position  with  reference 
to  these  items. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  my  information 
is  correct,  the  accounts  of  the  memViers 
of  the  House  of  Commons  have  not,  in 
the  past,  been  audited  or  open  to  inspec- 
tion, and  have  not  l^een  made  the  subject 
of  investigation  by  any  committee  of 
that  House.  I  understand  thnt  an  audit 
has  been  made  of  the  accounts  of  Sena-- 
tors ;  that  monies  paid  them  for  indemnity 
and  mileage,  for  years  past,  have  been 
made  subjects  of  inquiry  and  audit  by  a 
sub-committee  of  the  Committee  on  Con- 
tingencies, so  that,  practically,  the  ac- 
counts of  Senators  have  been  submitted 
to  audit  by  an  authority  within  the 
Senate  itself,  while  the  acoounts  of  mem- 
bers in  the  other  House,  under  similar 
eircumstanoes,  have  not  been  submitted 
to  any  audit.  While,  therefore,  concu- 
ring  in  the  proposal  to  submit  senatoi-s* 
accounts  for  the  information  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Accouuts,  it  seems 
questionable  whether  it  is  good  taste  to 
insist  on   this  information   being   made 
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public,  while  the  aooounts  of  members  of 
the  Commoas  are  not  to  be  similarlj 
treated. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  simply  say, 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  indemnity, 
that  I  think,  among  other  peculiar  prac- 
tices, a  rule  has  been  in  force  in  the 
other  House,  which  has  never  prevailinl 
in  the  Senate,  by  which  some  members 
who  only  attended  a  part  of  the  session, 
from  sickness  or  other  causes,  received 
their  indemnity.  Such  a  rule  has  never 
prevailed  in  the  Senate,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  we  have  anything  to  fear  in 
that  respect  in  comparison  with  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— After  the 
leader  of  the  Government  (Sir  Alex.  Camp- 
bell) in  this  House  has  taken  the  respon- 
sibility of  framing  the  resolution  which 
he  has  just  placed  before  us,  I  almost 
hesitate  before  venturing  to  express 
what  I  think  of  it.  I  have  great  diffi- 
dence in  my  own  judgment  as  to  the 
course  which  should  be  pursued,  as 
affecting  the  honor  of  this  body.  We 
all  know  that  a  small  portion  of  the 
local  press  of  the  country  has,  for  some 
time  past,  singled  out  this  Chamber  for 
severe  criticism.  We  all  know  that 
some  have  even  advocated  the  abolition 
of  the  Senate,  and  we  have  been  repre- 
sented as  ^ie  from  old  age  and 
infirmities,  and  because  we  are  not 
elected  by  the  people.  One  journal, 
as  has  recently  been  referred  to  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Richmond,  has  even 
insinuated  that  the  Senate  has  been  doing 
corrupt  things — has  published  statements 
inferring  that  this  House  is  losing  its 
self-respect,  and  that  we  have  taken  ad- 
vantage of  our  position  as  a  nominative 
body,  beyond  the  power  of  the  people, 
objecting  to  our  expenditures  being  in- 
quiredinto.  Such  is  the  opprobrium  that 
has  been  cast  upon  us,  and  such  are  the 
insinuations  that  have  been  made  against 
us  before  the  country.  If  ever  there  was 
•a  mom^it  when  we  owed  it  to  ourselves  to 
maintain  our  honor  as  a  body,  it  is  now, 
by  challenging  a  full  and  free  inspection 
of  all  our  accounts,  our  contingencies, 
our  indemnity,  mileage,  and  thq  cost  of 
publishing  our  debates,  in  order  to 
■silence  those  insinuations  and  charges  for 
ever.  I  venture  to  think  that  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Government  makes  a  grave 
E(m.  Mr.  Se^tt. 


mistake  in  the  form  of  the  reply  he  sends 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  and,  poor  as  I 
am,  I  raise  my  voice  against  that  mistake, 
because  I  prize  more  highly  than  any 
other  consideration  the  honor  of  this 
Chamber.  I  would  sooner  leave  the 
Senate  than  that  the  country  should 
believe  us  capable  of  doing  anything  that 
was  not  creditable  to  us  as  men  of  honor 
and  members  of  the  Dominion  Legislature. 
If  ever  there  was  a  moment  when  we 
should  challenge  the  House  of  Commons 
and  the  country  to  examine  into  every- 
thing that  we  have  done,  it  is  now.  And 
atter  the  course  pursued  by  the  leader  of 
the  House,  can  we  be  surprised  if  those 
public  journals  that  have  been  preferring 
charges  against  us  should  now  taunt  us 
with  a  semblance  of  fear  of  having  some 
of  our  accountfi  examined  ?  I  conceive  it 
to  be  my  duty,  as  a  humble  member  of 
this  House,  to  state  fearlessly  and  frank- 
ly that  I  cannot  acquiesce  in  the  fram- 
ing of  the  reply  which  is  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  Speaker.  There  should  be 
no  reluctance  to  shew  the  House  of  Com- 
mons all  our  accounts.  If  I  err  in 
judgment,  in  the  course  I  con- 
ceive it  my  duty  now  to  pursue, 
I  am  prepared  to  take  all  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  position.  If  confidence 
in  our  integrity  is  gone,  all  the  useful- 
ness of  the  Senate  would  be  gone.  Who 
would  desire  to  remain  a  member  of  the 
Dominion  Senate,  with  our  integiity 
called  in  question  1  Let  us  shew  every- 
thing, that  the  press  may  in  the  future 
have  no  grounds  for  the  continuation  of 
those  refiections.  In  a  free  country 
such  as  this,  with  a  people  so  intelligent, 
we  require  not  the  power  of  a  Napoleon 
or  a  Bismarck,  to  curb  any  licentiousness 
of  the  press,  for  we  have  the  happiness 
to  live  in  a  country  where  the  love  of 
truth  and  justice,  and  an  honest  and 
manly  public  sentiment  will  not  long 
tolerate  undeserved  censure  and  oppro- 
brium. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  reading  this  resolution, 
but  I  should  like  to  have  seen  inserted  in 
it  words  to  the  effect  that  the  accounts 
of  this  House  have  always  been  carefully 
audited  by  a  committee  appointed  by  the 
Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  CAMPBELL— I  would  put 
that  in,  but  it  would  look  like  an  attempt 
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at  justification  that  I  do  not  think  is 
r«qniredy  and  it  8«ems  to  me  that  it 
would  h%  objectionable.  We  assume 
that  we  are  right  and  we  do  not  seek  to 
justify  ourselves  in  any  way. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

TIMBER  TOLLS  BILL. 
SEOOND  RKADINO. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOUTT  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (48)  «*  To  amend  the  Act 
respecting  Joint  Stock  Companies  to  con- 
struct works  to  facilitate  the  transmission 
of  timber  down  rirers  and  streams.'' 
He  said :  This  Bill  proposes  to  amend 
•clause  59  in  the  Joint  Stock  Companies 
Act,  with  regard  to  tells  that  are  charge- 
able on  timber  descending  certain  slides, 
and  other  imfHx>vements.  The  scale  is  a 
very  slight  change  from  the  original 
tar^,  and  it  is  with  a  view  to  make  it 
more  equitable  without  relatively 
reducing  the  gross  amount. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  would  like  te 
«8k  my  hon.  friend  whether  this  Bill 
extends  beyond  the  Provinces  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec.  It  is  an  Act  of  the  old 
Parliament  of  Canada,  and  we  should 
object  to  the  passage  of  any  legislation 
that  would  interfere  with  the  passage  of 
timber  down  streams  in  New  Brunswick, 
because  w:e  have  already  provincial 
legislation  on  this  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  in  no  way 
affects  any  companies  but  those  that  are 
incorporated  under  the  old  Joint  Stock 
Companies  Act  of  1859.  It  in  no  way 
widens  the  scope  of  the  original  Act. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 


5AULT  STB.  MARIE  RAILWAY  AND 
BRIDGE  COMPAKT'S  BILL. 

SXOOKD   BKADINO. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  moved  the  seeond 
reading  of  Bill  (E)  "  To  incorporate  the 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway  and  Bridge 
Company.''  He  said  :  This  Bill  is  a  coun- 
terpart of  the  Act  passed  in  1871,  for  the 
fiame  object,  but  for  which  the  time  was 
limited  within  which  the  parties  applying 
were  to  exercise  their  privileges.  Under 
the  Act  that  term  lias  expired.  I  appre- 
hended that,  during  the  years  of  depres- 
Hon,  Mr.  CampbelL 


sion,  the  parties  did  not  find  themselves 
in  a  position  to  go  on  with  the  enterprise. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDEEl— As  the 
leader  of  the  Government  is  not  in  his 
place,  I  should  like  lo  ask  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  if  he  has  read  this  Bill,  and,  if 
he  has,  I  should  like  to  know  if  he  is 
prepared  to  allow  certain  parties  to 
acquire  a  charter  to  cover  ground  which 
the  press  has  been  urging  the  Govern- 
ment to  retain  for  their  own  railway 
extension. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— I  have  looked 
over  this  Bill ;  it  has  been  introduced 
into  this  House  in  the  same  way  as  other 
private  bills — by  petition.  It  will 
have  to  be  referred  to  committee,  and  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  caa  be  diseussed 
there,  and  opposed  just  in  the  same  way 
as  it  can  l>e  done  here. 

Hon.  Mr..  ALEXANDER— I  must 
confess  I  add  a  little  surprised  at  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill,  and  I  will 
state  the  grounds  on  which  my  sur- 
prise is  founded.  A  leading  Member 
of  the  Government,  only  a  few  months 
ago,  entertained  very  favorably  the 
suggestion  laid  before  him  by  a  powerful 
deputation  that  the  Government  should 
continue  their  railway  to  the  Sault,  and, 
under  those  circumstances,  I  do  not 
think  it  wise  to  grant  to  private  parties 
a  charter  to  occupy  the  same  ground. 
As  regarding  the  provisions  of  this  Bill, 
I  am  sure  that  every  nember  must  be 
shocked  at  the  introduction  ef  such  a 
measure.  One  is  not  surprised  at  the 
Local  Legislature  granting  chartera  of 
this  character  to  men  of  straw.  They 
have  been  distinguished  for  bills  of  that 
sort,  but  one  can  scarcely  believe  that 
such  charters  could  be  obtained  from 
this  Parliament.  There  is  no  guarantee 
that  any  of  the  stock  will  be  paid  up,  yet 
power  is  asked  for  to  vest  in  a  board  of 
directors,  who  have  no  means  to  build 
the  road  or  money  interest  in  the  same, 
to  issue  any  amount  of  bonds  up  to 
$20,000  a.  mile  and  any  amount  of  pro- 
missory notes.  It  may  well  be  charac- 
terized as  handing  over  to  five  men  a 
charter  for  sale,  a  charter  to  enable  such 
a  board  to  titiffic  in  the  Sibck  Exchange 
of  New  York  or  London.  Such  legisla- 
tion, surely,  should  not  be  granted  by  the 
Dominion  Parliament,  and,  surely,  should 
not  be  found  on  our  Statute  books. 
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INDIAN  LAWS  CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 
IN   COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resumed,  in  Gommitteey 
consideration  of  Bill  (C)  '*  To  amend  and 
consolidate  the  laws  respecting  Indians." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 

the  adoption  of  clause  14. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL—I  expressed  the 
opinion  when   this    clause    was    under 
discussion,  yesterday,  that  it   would   be 
perhaps  proper  to  add  a  clause  in  amend- 
ment to  it.     I  have  looked  carefully  over 
the  Bill,  and  I  do  not  find  in  it  any 
provision  which  regulates  the  position  of 
soaie  considerable  part  of  the  population 
of    Caughnawaga   who   are  engaged   in 
farming.     Fer  a  long  time — for   thirty 
years,  I  may  say — ^there  has  been  a  good 
deal   of  trouble  in  that  village,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  attempts  on  the  part  of 
Indians  to    expel   half-breeds  from   the 
village.     Some  twenty-five  years  ago,  a 
Mr.  DeLorimier,  whose  ancestor  settled 
in    that     village,    married     an     Indian 
woman,    was     sued     by     the     Indians, 
who  sought  to  expel  him,  and,  after  a 
protracted  suit,   the  Superior  Court  of 
Montreal  decided  that  he  could  not  be 
removed.      He    was  a   half-breed,    and 
there  are  many  other  inhabitants  of  the 
village  in  the  same  position  that  he  is. 
This  question  has  been  repeatedly  raised 
in  Caughnawaga,   and  has  always  been 
followed  by  troubles.     Within  a  couple 
of  years,  a  man,  who  was  regarded  as  the 
author  of  those  troubles  and  who,  before, 
lived  in  another  Indian  settlement  im  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  went  there  and  ex- 
cited the  feelings  of  Indians  against  the 
half-breeds.      As  a  result,  efforts  hare 
been  made  to  expel  them  from  the  village. 
Different  meetings  were  held  and  preola- 
mations  in  the    Indian  language  were 
posted  in  various  places,  threatening  the 
balf-breedsthat,  unless  they  lefb  the  village, 
they  would  suffer  very  seriously.     Those 
threats  were  followed  by  brutal  assaults, 
and  no  less  than  nine  incendiary  fires, 
one  of  them  attended  with  loss  of  life, 
have  taken  place  in  the  village.     Com- 
plaints were  made  to  the  Department  at 
Ottawa,  and  redress  was  sought  for  with- 
out suocess.     The  press  of  our  Provinoe, 
during  the  last  two  or  three  years,  has 
taken  great  interest  in  the  matter,  and  I 
think    that    some  measure    should    bo 
adopted  either  to  recognise  the  rights  of 
Hon  Mr.  Alexander. 


the  half-breeds  in  Caughnawaga,  or  what, 
I  think,  would  meet  the  views  of  the 
people  at  large,  and  especially  the  inter 
ested  parties  in  this  village  :  the  reserve 
should  be  divided,  and  the  Indians  en- 
franchised. I  should  like  to  read  a  few 
extracts  from  correspondence  published 
in  the  Montreal  Gazette,  the  author  of 
which,  if  am  conectl^  informed,  is  him- 
self a  half-breed.  When  we  are  passing 
a  bill  affecting  the  interests  of  those 
men,  it  is  desirable  that  they  should 
be  heard,  and,  therefore,  I  ask  ]jermi8. 
si<m  to  i-ead  these  extracts — the  writing 
will  explain  the  position  better  than  I 
could  myself.  On  the  21st  of  January 
last,  the  writer,  in  answer  to  correspon- 
dence published  in  the  Montreal  Witness 
said: — 

"  I  do  not  know  if  you  ar«  aware  that,  in 
Caughnawaga,  there  have  long  be«n  two  par- 
ties strongly  opposed  to  each  other  on  a  ques 
tion  which  is  undoubtedly  of  vital  importance 
to  all  men  of  Indian  race,  or  blood,  in  the  old 
provinces  of  the  Dominion,  and  perhaps  no- 
where more  so  than  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
Of  these  parties,  that  which  is  largely  in  the 
minority  may  be  called  the  party  of  inaction 
or  retrogression.  It  desires  to  retain  old 
Indian  customs  and  habits,  to  confine  the 
Indians,  as  far  as  possible,  to  the  use  o^f  their 
own  language,  .and  to  remain  what  their 
ancestors  were  before  they  migrated  from  the 
West  to  the  banks  of  the  St.  Lawrence ;  and 
all  this  when  Caughnawaga  may  almost  be 
said  to  be,  as  regards  daily  intercourse,  a 
suburb  of  the  great  city  of  Montreal,  and  is 
surrounded  by  a  population  of  European  ex- 
traction imbued  with  European  civilization. 
The  opposite  party,  or  that  of  the  minority, 
adyocates  the  emancipation  of  the  Indians 
from  their  present  condition  of  degrading  and 
mischievous  pupilage,  by  safe  and  careftd 
•tept,  and  te  confer  on  Uiem  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  British  subjects  in  this  country. 
I  leave  you  to  judge  which  of  these  causes 
deserves  the  support  of  the  people  of  Canada. 
**  As  I  may,  with  your  permission,  address 
you  again  on  this  subject,  I  shall,  in  the 
meantime,  content  myself  with  describing,  in 
a  few  words,  the  existing  state  of  the  law  with 
regard  to  these  *  Canadians'  and  <  squatters.' 
of  whom  the  WUneu  speaks.  By  law,  the  term 
<  Indian'  means,  first,  any  male  person  of  In- 
dian blood,  reputed  to  belong  to  a  particular 
band  or  tribe;  secondly,  any  child  of  such 
person ;  thirdly,  any  woman  who  is,  or  was, 
lawfully  married  to  such  person. 

*<The  Canadians  and  squatters  complained 
of,  are  the  issue  of  such  marriages ;  and  as 
there  are  now  no  persons  of  pure  Indian  blood 
in  Caughnawaga,  the  main  difference  between 
them  and  the  rest  of  the  population,  and 
which  constitutes  their  chief  crime,  is  that 
they  generally  read,  writ6  and  speak  the  Eng- 
lish or  French  language,  or  both,  instead  of 
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restricting  themselves  to  Iroqnois,  like  the 
maes  of  their  people.  As  for  the  white  inhab- 
itants of  this  reservation,  they  consist  of  a 
few  persons  in  the  employ  of  the  Grand 
Trank  Railway,  a  few  agriculturists  and 
domestics  in  the  service  of  the  wealthier 
&milies,  and  who  are  retained  on  sufferance, 
and  might  be  forced  to  leave  the  place  at  any 
moment. 

<<  The  Canadians  and  squatters  are  pre- 
cisely in  the  same  position  as  any  other 
Indians  who  own  a  house  on  a  piece  of  land 
in  the  village  or  reservation,  with  respect  to  , 
title.  It  is,  therefore,  difficult  to  conceive  the 
intentions  of  those  who  are  evidently  en- 
couraging the  inauguration  of  a  new  Indian 
trouble,  and  which,  however  exciting  or  useful 
to  the  instigators,  will  probably,  as  usual, 
result  in  injury  and  disaster  to  the  Indians. 
Do  they  suppose  that  the  Government  will 
rob  men  of  property  legally  held  by  them  in 
compliance  with  a  demand  which  is  opposed 
both  to  law  and  equity,  or  do  they  intend  that 
the  majority  shall  take  the  law  into  their  own 
hands  by  a  recourse  to  brute  force  ?  In  con- 
clusion, let  me  observe  that  the  assertion 
that  the  *  squatters'  are  owners  of  thousands 
of  acres  of  land  in  this  seigniory  is  a  pure 
fiction.  It  were  perhaps  as  well  if  they  did, 
but  they  do  not." 

In  the  Gazette  of  the  29th  of  the  same 
month,  he  goes  on  to  describe  the  troubles 
in  the  village  as  follows  : 

*<One  feet,  however,  which  I  formerly 
stated,  and  which  admits  of  neither  cavil  nor 
doubt,  must  be  kept  in  mind  in  connection 
with  this  question,  namely,  that  the  party  here 
whose  cause  the  Witness  and  its  friends  have 
espoused  are,  and  have  always  been,  the 
de«uily  enemies  of  Indian  emancipation  from 
their  existing  legal  disabilities.  The  preten- 
sion  that  these  people  are  in  fevor  of  any 
change  which  would  place  themselves  and 
their  brethren  in  a  position  of  equality  with 
the  rest  of  their  fellow-subjects  is  wholly  and 
notoriously  felse  and  unfounded;  and  their 
animosity   to  the  so-ttyled  *  Canadians '  and 

*  squafcten'  had  its  source  in  the  desire  for  en 
franchisement  which  the  latter  entertain,  and 
which  they  have  long,  but  vainly,  sought  to 
accomplish.  If  this  senseless  movement  were 
not  certain  to  be  attended  with  grave  and  mis- 
chievous consequences,  perhaps  the  most  pru- 
dent course  to  pursue  in  the  matter  would  be 
to  let  it  die  of  its  own  inherent  weakness. 
The  demand  to  chase   away  the  pretended 

*  Canadians'  and  'squatters'  is  no  more  likely  to 
be  complied  with  by  the  Government  than  if 
the  petitioners  had  prayed  to  be  put  in  pos- 
session of  all  the  lands  which  the  Iroquois 
nation  owned  when  they  were  first  known  to 
white  men;  even  and  if  the  Government  were 
willing  to  stultify  itself,  the  law  is  stronger 
than  the  Government,  and  the  law,  as  well 
as  justice,  ison  the  side  of  the  <  Canadians '  and 
'sqnatters.'  There  need,  therefore,  be  no 
apprehensions  of  danger  from  that  quarter. 
Yet  that  there  is  danger  must,  I  am  sorry  to 
aay,  be  admitted,  and  danger,  too,  which  is  the 

Han.  Mr.  Trudel. 


more  to  be  dreaded  because  of  the  difficulty  or 
impossibility  of  guarding  against  it.  It  is 
well  known  that  there  have  been  nine  or  ten 
cases  of  incendiary  fires  in  the  neighborhood 
within  a  comparatively  recent  period,  and  it 
has  so  happened  that  the  <  Canadians  '  and 
*  squatters '  were  always  the  sufferers  on  these 
occasions.  A  large  amount  of  property  has 
thus  been  destroyed — the  loss  in  one  case 
having  been  estimated  at  $3000, — and  in 
another,  the  owner  of  the  property  was 
burnt  to  death.  Indeed  arson  has  become  so 
prevalent  among  the  Indians  that  a  quarrel 
seldom  occurs  between  them  without  a  chance 
that  one  of  the  disputants  finds  his  house  in 
a  blaze  some  dark  night ;  and  it  was  only 
some  time  ago  that  a  person  from  whom  some 
goods  were  stolen,  on  being  asked  why  he  did 
not  take  legal  steps  to  punish  the  delinquents, 
replied  that  he  feared  the  incendiary's  torch 
too  much  to  move  in  the  matter.  I  am  in^ 
formed,  likewise,  that  the  three  chiefs  who 
dissented  from  the  resolutions  passed  at  the 
late  meeting  are  in  constant  expectation  of 
seeing  their  dwellings  in  a  blaze  over  their 
heads.  Tou  are  aware  that  the  destruction  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  church  at  Oka  is  now 
before  our  courts  of  justice,  and  this  presents 
another  example  of  the  custom  of  fire-raising 
in  Indian  communities.  I  do  not  say  that 
the  persons  accused  burnt  the  church,  but 
somebody  did,  and,  from  present  indications, 
the  guilty  parties,  whoever  they  may  be,  are 
likely  to  go  unpunished'  much  to  the  increase  ^ 
no  doubt,  of  similar  practices  here  and  else- 
where. It  is  deplorable  that,  while  other  crimes 
are  rare  among  our  Indian  population,  this  dan- 
gerous and  cowardly  one  is  so  common  that  it 
is  questionable  if  anything  short  of  special  and 
exceptional  legislation  can  suppress  it" 

These  half-breeds  have  inhabited  the 
reserve  for  many  years,  some  of  them  for 
half  a  century,  and,  though  some  of  them 
bear  the  name  of  civilized  families,  they 
have,  perhaps,  as  much  Indian  blood  in 
their  veins  as  the  remainder  of  the  in- 
habitants on  the  reserve,  for  it  is  a  well 
known  fact  that  there  is  not  a  single 
inhabitant  of  the  reserve  now  who  is  of 
pure  Indian  blood.  Therefore,  the  half- 
breeds  should  have  the  same  rights  as  the 
other  inhabitants  of  the  reserve,  especially 
when  the  courts  have  decided  in  their 
favor ;  yet  the  struggle  goes  on,  and  the 
question  of  their  expulsion  from  the 
reserve  continues  to  be  discussed.  What 
are  those  people  to  do)  Are  they  to 
abandon  the^r  property  because  some 
feeling  has  been  excited  against 
themi  Are  they  to  submit  to 
the  dictation  of  a  mob  because 
some  interpretation  may  be  given  by  the 
Department  here  contrary  to  the 
decisions  of  the  courts  of  jusdoe  ?  The 
Canadian  Government  in  the  past  did 
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not  think  proj>er  to  expel  them.  It  is  a 
well  known  fact  that  these  inon  are 
almost  the  only  portion  of  the  inhabitants 
who  cultivate  their  lands.  Tn  fact  thev 
are  the  most  important  part  of  the  popu- 
lation of  tho  village.  There  are  two 
parties  in  Caughnawaga,  one  consisting 
of  those  who  have  some  education  and 
who  cultivate  their  lands  and  who  are  in 
every  respect  fit  for  emancipation,  and 
there  is  the  other  party,  consisting  of 
those  who  intend  to  remain  in  the  condi- 
tion in  which  their  tribe  was  two 
centuries  ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDO>JALD— Is  there 
liO  way  to  prevent  incendiarism  there  1 

Hon.  Mr.  .  TRUDEL—  Although 
Caughnawaga  is  so  close  to  the  city  of 
Montreal,  the  Indians  are  under  differ- 
ent laws,  and,  under  a  special  system, 
they  are  controlled  by  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment. I  am  clearly  of  opinion  that 
the  Police  Magisti^at^s  of  Montreal  would 
have  the  right  to  send  a  force  there  and 
arrest  the  incendiaries^  but  up,  to  the 
j)reseut  time,  they  have  not  done  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Have 
they  no  organization  of  their  own  1 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— So  far  as  I 
could  learn,  they  have  not  chosen  to 
arrest  thw  guilty  parties,  because  th» 
authors  of  the  trouble  seem  to  meet  with 
thd  approval  of  the  majority  of  the 
Indians.  It  is  a  kind  of  war  between 
those  Indians  and  the  half-breeds  that 
they  «eek  to  expel  from  the  reserve. 
I  shall  now  read  another  letter  ivom  the 
half-breed  whose  articles  I  have  quoted 
on  the  subject  of  the  enfranchisement  of 
those  Indians.  I  read  from  the  Montreal 
OazeUeoi  the  11th  and  of  the  16th  of 
February  last : — 

'^I  am  really  doing  no  injustice  to  this 
measure  (the  Act  of  1876)  in  describing  it  as 

Srobably  the  worst  specimen  of  legislation  to 
e  found  on  our  Statute  book.  It  contains 
every  possible  fault  from  bad  grammar  to  bad 
sense.  *  *  •  It  is  enacted  that 
an  Indian  who,  for  Ave  years,  shall  continu- 
ously reside  in  a  foreign  country,  shall  cease 
to  be  a  member  of  his  tribe  or  band.  The 
text  of  the  law  declares  that  the  delinquent 
shall  cease  to  be  a  member  of  the  said  foreign 
country,  but  this  worthy  legislator  appears  to 
have  had  as  little  consideration  for  the  Queen's 
Ez^lish  as  fbr  the  Queen's  subjects  and  their 
rights,  at  all  events  when  the  subjects  hap- 
pened  to  be  Indians .  Just  exami ne  the  nature 
of  the  proceeding.     What  moral  authority  has 
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!  the  Government  or  legislature  to  treat  a  red 

I  man  after  this  fashion?  Would  a  white  man 
be  treated  so  ?  •  •  •  Yet  probably 
the  scheme  of  Indian  enfranchisement  con- 
,  tained  in  the  Statute  of  1876  is  the  most  ex- 
traordinary among  its  provisions.  The  Indian 
absentee  1  have  above  referred  to,  as  has  been 
seen,  ceases  to  belong  to  his  tribe,  and,  so  &r, 
to  be  an  Indian,  but  there  is  no  provision  for 
his  becoming  anything  else.  He  is  an  Ish- 
maolite  driven  forth  into  the  wilderness,  with- 
out  the  rights  enjoyed  by  other  men.  whether 
white,  black  or  red.  As  I  have  said,  he  for- 
feits his  tribal  privileges,  he  is  denied  tho 
elective  franchise,  he  cannot  enter  into  trade, 
for  nobody  will  have  dealings  with  a  minor, 
and  the  protection  which  the  law  gives  chiefly 
enables  him  to  cheat  his  creditors,  should  he 
be  so  inclined,  thus  serving  to  demoralise  him. 
Again,  it  is  provided  that  any  Indian  woman 
shall  cease  to  be  an  Indian  by  marrying  and 
other  than  an  Indian,  and  she  is  liable  to  the 
same  forfeiture  as  the  absentee  for  five  years, 
with  respect  to  property.  It  is  true  that  she 
is  allowed  to  share  In  the  distribution  of  the 
annuities  payable  to  the  band,  this  favor  being 
granted  to  her,  no  doubt,  in  chivalrous  consid- 
eration for  the  fair  sex.  But  to  punish  her 
apostacy  she  is  empowered  to  commute  her  an- 
nuity at  ten  years'  purchase,  when  all  connec- 
tion with  her  closes.  But  this  is  not  all,  for 
more  has  yet  to  be  told.  Before  an  Indian  caa 
proceed  to  procure  his  enfranchisement,  he  is 
bound  to  get  permission  to  that  effect  from  the 
tribe  of  which  he  is  a  member.  Now,  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Indians  are  bitterly  opposed  to- 
the  emancipation  of  the  race ;  the  perform- 
anee  of  this  condition  is  an> utter  impossibility, 
and  it  seems  either  a  mockery  or  to  be  im- 
posed as  an  insurmountable  barrier  to  the 
attainment  of  the  object  which  the  maker 
of  the  law  professed  to  desire.  I  know  that 
one  man  in  ten  here  would  not  give  the  neces- 
sary consent,  and  those  who  would,  dare  not 
do  so,  having  a  wholesome  dread  of  the  ordeal 
by  fire  to  which  they  would  thereby  be  sub- 
jected; But  there  is  another  impediment  in  the 
way  of  the  aspirant  fbr  freedom  ;  he  must  not 
merely  secure  the  assent  of  his  unwilling  breth- 
ren, but  they  are  asked  to  reward  him  for  doing 
that  which  they  do  not  wish  him  to  do,  and 
which  they  are  determined  he  shall  not  do.  The 
Act  makes  it  imperative  that  as  a  preliminary 
to  enfranchisement  the  applicant  shall  be  as- 
signed by  the  tribe  a  suitable  allotment  of 
land  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Superintendent- 
General.  The  next  stage  of  the  procedure 
would  be  laughable  if  the  matter  were  not  too 
serious  for  laughter.  After  directing  that  the 
cession  shall  be  amnounced  at  headquarters, 
the  Act  goes  on  to  say: — 'Whereupon  the 
said  Superintendent-Qeneral,  if  satisfied  that 
the  proposed  allotment  of  land  is  equitable 
shall  authorize  some  competent  persons  to 
report  whether  the  applicant  is  an  Indian,  who, 
from  the  degree  of  eivilisation  to  which  h» 
has  attained,  and  the  character  for  integrity » 
morality  and  sobriety  which  he  bears,  appears 
to  be  qualified  t«  become  a  proprietor  of  land 
in  fee  simple  *,  and  upon  the  favorable  report 
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of  such  person  tliS  Saperintdndent-General 
may  grant  such  Indian  a  location  ticket  as  a 
probationary  Indian  for  the  land  allotted  to 
him  by  the  band.'  The  probationary  period 
named  is  three  years,  or  such  longer  term  as 
the  Superintendent-Qeneral  may  deem  fit. 
And  all  this  tribulatien  the  petitioner  has  to 
go  through  before  he  can  aspire  to  enfranchise- 
ment, and  to  be  ranked  among  the  free  and 
enlightened  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  in  Canada. 
Ry  what  confusion  oi  brain  the  conoocfeor  of 
this  law  came  to  the  conclusion  that  a  man 
who  has  attained  to  a  degree  of  civiliiation, 
and  who  has  a  « character  for  integrity,  mo- 
rality and  sobriety '  is  unworthy  of  freedom  it 
is  difficult  to  imagine.  Must  he  be  a  classical 
scholar  or  what  ?  I  fear  that  a  good  many 
among  us,  white  or  red,  would  scarcely  come 
up  to  the  mark  if  tried  by  the  official  test ;  and 
in  fact  there  might  be  danger  in  trusting  so 
Tirtuous  a  man  among  the  wicke4  pale  faces, 
especially  the  politicians.  But  the  strangest 
blander  of  all  is  connected  with  this  allotment 
of  lands,  without  which  there  can  be  no  en- 
franchisement. Yet  if  there  is  no  land,  what 
then?  The  Indians  of  the  Lake  of  Two 
Mountains,  among  others,  are  exactly  in  that 
predicament,  as  every  foot  of  the  land  they 
occupy  l)elongs  to  the  seminary  of  Ut.  Sulpice  ; 
and  the  Indians  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  or 
most  of  them,  are  in  the  same  situation.  So, 
here  is  one  more  fatal  obstruction  to  enfran- 
chisement, under  the  famous  Indian  Act  or 
1876.  The  Indian  question,  in  my  estimation,  is 
one  of  no  inconsiderable  importance,  even  if 
confined  to  the  scattered  lands  spread  over  the 
older  provinces  of  the  Dominion,  apart  from 
the  North-West  and  British  Columbia,  which 
we  are  accustomed  to  regard  as  the  red  man's 
proper  country  and  home.  The  latter  will 
always  command  attention  from  our  rulers, 
because,  if  not  dangerous  now,  they  are  capa- 
ble of  becoming  so,  while  the  former  are  weak 
and  powerless,  and  may  be  neglected  with 
impunity.  But  we  should  remember  that  of 
the  100,000  Indians  within  the  limits  of 
Canada,  nearly  30,000  are  to  be  found  in  the 
Provinces  of  Ontario,  Quebec,  New  Brunswick, 
Nova  6cotia  and  Prince  Edward  Island,  and, 
consequently,  from  their  numbers  alone,  with- 
out a  view  to  other  considerations,  they  ought 
not  to  be  overlooked  in  our  scheme  of  legisla- 
tioil  and  government.  We  have  heretofore 
encumbered  them  with  legal  disabilities  and 
safeguards,  which  may  have  been  useful  or 
necessary  for  a  time,  but  are  no  longer  so,  and 
are  in  fact  a  nuisance  to  themselves  and  others. 
It  was  never  intended  from  the  beginning  that 
this  race  should  remain  in  a  continued  state 
of  debasing  inferiority.  The  intention  was  to 
educate  and  civilize,  and  then  to  liberate  them. 
Wo  have  not  educated,  and  we  have 
not  liberated  them.  When  is  the  pro- 
cess going  to  begin?  The  probation 
through  which  they  were  to  pass  has 
run  over  two  or  three  centuries,  and  the 
results  are  what  we  behold.  The  tame  Indian 
of  eastern  Canada  is  simply  an  emasculated 
wild  man,  whom,  in  curing  of  his  ferocity,  we 
have  deprived  of  his  spirit,  like  a  vicious  colt 
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in  the  hands  of  a  careless  or  incapable  tTainer. 
Yet  those  who  have  studied  the  subject  declare 
that  the  intellect  of  the  North  American 
Indian  is  naturally  of  a  high  order,  and  that 
under  proper  treatment  it  is  eminently  capable 
of  expansion  and  development.  •  •  • 
We  ought  to  admit  that,  as  far  as  grants  of 
money  go,  the  American  Congress  has  been 
infinitely  more  generous  to  the  Indians  than 
we  have  been  to  ours,  while,  in  reality,  there 
was  no  necessity  for  our  being  cruel  to  them. 
Our  faults  have  been  those  of  omission  rather 
than  of  commission,  except  in  so  far  as  we 
have  subjected  them  to  the  trammels  of  petty 
legislation  and  the  pettier  sway  of  official 
misrule.  8o,  I  doubt,  after  all,  if  we  have  a 
right  to  crow  so  loudly  over  our  neighbors  iu 
this  respect,  the  difference  being  that  between 
two  masters,  one  of  whom  flogs  his  apprentices 
and  the  other  starves  them,  or  leaves  them  to 
starve.  We  must  not  forget  besides  that, 
while  the  Americans  havo  had  to  contend 
with  hundreds  of  thousands  of  fierce  savaprof; 
along  their  frontiers,  we  had  only  to  deal  with 
a  small  number  of  Indians,  distributed  over 
the  provinces,  from  Lake  buiierior  to  the 
Atlantic,  and  hemmed  in  by  a  more  numerous 
population  who  could  have  extfiininated  thom» 
had  they  been  dangerous  or  given  offence.  I 
mention  these  fekcts  because  I  am  of  opinion 
that  a  belief  in  their  own  exceeding  justice 
towards  the  Indians  has  had  much  to  do  with 
Canadians'  disregard  to  the  true  interests  of  a 
people  intrusted  to  their  eharge." 

This  oljeotionable  provision  rumaias  iu 
the  Bill,  and  the  House  will  see  the  dif- 
ficulty to  which  the  civilized  Indiims  are 
placed.  They  are  required  to  get  the 
permission  of  a  majority  of  their  tribe 
before  they  can  be  emancipated,  and  th«? 
majority,  whether  from  prejudice  or 
other  feelings,  will  not  grant  them  that 
permission,  and,  under  the  presant  sys- 
tem, the  half-breeds  will  be  kept  in  this 
condition  for  ever.  I  think  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  therefore,  to 
take  immediate  steps  to  emancipate  them, 
and  to  divide  the  reserve  amongst  the 
present  possessors.  I  have  received  a 
number  of  lettei's  on  the  subject  from 
gentlemen  taking  great  interest  in  tho 
matter,  and  all  of  them  are  of  the 
opinion  that  in  the  old  Province  of 
Canada,  at  least — Ontario  and  Quebec — 
tho  Indians  should  no  longer  be  allowed 
to  continue  in  their  tribal  condition. 
I  do  not  go  so  far  as  to  say- 
that  they  should  be  emancipated  at  once, 
but  I  do  say  that  immediate  steps  should 
be  taken  to  bring  about  their  enfranchise- 
ment. For  instance,  it  might  be  decide<l 
that  at  a  certain  period,  which  might  bo 
defined  now,  they  would  be  freed.  I 
have  already  referred   to  the  troubles  in 
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Oaughnawaga,  and  I  am  informed  that 
nothing  has  been  done  to  prevent  a  con- 
tinuance of  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU— A  reward  has 
been  offered  by  the  Department  for  the 
conviction  of  the  incendiaries. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— The  present 
state  of  things  cannot  continue.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  fair  to  leave  these  half- 
breeds,  who  are  the  most  intelligent  and 
respectable  part  of  the  population  on  the 
reserve,  in  their  present  condition*  I  do 
not  offer  an  amendment,  but  I  think 
something  like  the  following  should  be 
introduced  after  clause  14  : — 

<<  Any  halt-breeds  now  settled  in  the  Seigni- 
ory of  Caughnawaga,  and  who  have  inhabited 
the  said  Hmgniory  for  the  last  five  years,  are 
hereby  confirmed  in  their  possession,  right  of 
residence,  and  property.' 

and,  after  the  106th  clause,  the  fol- 
lowing : — 

"  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Superintendent- 
General  to  inquire  into  the  possibility  of 
enfranchising  the  said  Indians  and  half-breeds 
of  Caughnawaga,  and  provide  for  an  equitable 
way  of  dividing  amongst  themselves  the  said 
Seigniory  of  Caughnawaga,  having  regard  to  the 
equitable  right  acquired  by  several  of  them  in 
building  or  making  improvements  on  certain 
parbi  of  said  Seigniory." 

As  I  have  already  said,  some  of  these 
men  have  been  in  possession  of  property 
for  fifty  yeafs,  and  have  made  extensive 
improvements,  while  other  members  of 
the  tribe,  relying  upon  the  favor  of  the 
Government,  have  done  nothing  towards 
cultivating  their  lands.  Is  ic  possible 
that  the  Government  would  require  these 
half-breeds  to  abandon  their  property, 
and  let  the  other  portion  of  the  population 
have  the  benefit  of  their  improvements  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
first  difficulty  is,  that  this  would  be 
establishing  a  precedent  which  would 
affect  all  tribes  over  the  country  where 
white  people  or  half-bi*eeds  have  been  in 
])ossession  oi  part  of  the  reserves,  and 
living  in  villages  with  the  Indians.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  restricted  his  pro- 
posed change  to  the  cases  of  half-breeds 
who  have  been  living  in  Canghnawaga 
upwards  of  twenty  years,  which  is  the 
term  mentioned  in  the  Statute  of  Limita- 
tions, which  affects  our  lands  in  Ontario, 
(and  I  dare  say  there  is  the  same  limita- 
tion in  Quebec)  and  whose  Indian 
descent  is  on  the  father's  side.  I  have 
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no  objection  to  confirming  such  people  in 
their  possession,  but  to  confirm  one  who 
has  lived  only  five  or  ten  years 
would  be  an  injurious  precedent 
to  establish  with  refei-ence  to 
Indian  reserves  elsewhere.  In  all 
those  reserves  there  are  such  persons, 
and  to  confirm  them  in  their  occupations 
would  be  to  arouse  jealousy  in  the  minds 
of  the  Indians^  and  to  do  injustice. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— But  the  Indian 
descent  ot  those  parties  to  whom  I  have 
referi*ed  is  on  the  mother's  side. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Then  they  are  not  Indians. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  — They  have 
been  maintained  in  their  possessions  by 
judgments  of  the  courts,  and  some  three 
or  four  of  them  have  been  considered  for, 
perhaps,  twenty-five  years  as  chiefs  in 
the  triba.  After  having  worked  for  so 
many  years,  is  ic  fair  to  say  that  the 
fruit  of  their  labor  should  be  lost  to  their 
children] 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  fruits  of  their  labor  will  not  be  lost. 
If  we  are  requiied  to  legislate,  we  must 
do  BO  on  some  principle,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  safe  to  treat  those 
halt-breeds  as  Indians,  if  their  Indian 
descent  is  only  on  the  mother's  side. 
The  rule  pursued  hitherto,  and  the  only 
sound  one,  I  think,  is  the  occupa- 
tion foi  that  length  of  time  with  that 
descent,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  be  satisfied  with  such  amendment  as 
I  have  suggested. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— If  these  men 
had  no  rights  it  would  have  been  better 
for  the  Government  to  have  ejected 
them  immediately,  30  years  ago,  and  to 
have  then  disposed  of  the  mat^^er  finally. 
If,  on  the  contrary,  the  Government  then 
found  that  they  had  rights,  I  do  not  see 
why  they  should  not  be  recognise<l. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
You  cannot  legislate  for  individuals ;  you 
must  legislate  on  some  principle. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— This  is  not  an 
individual  case.  It  is  a  state  of  things 
which  exists  in  that  part  of  the  country, 
and  does  not  apply  to  individuals  merely, 
but  to  a  class  of  the  population.  Is 
Parliament  prepared  to  say  that  a  man 
who  has  occupied  property  for  fifty  years 
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has  no  right  to  that  property  because  he 
happens  to  be  the  son  of  an  Indian 
woman  whose  husband  was  a  white  man  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We 
do  not  propose  to  say  anything  about 
that.  There  is  no  reference  to  it  in  the 
BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— You  do  not  say 
anything  about  that,  but  you  leave  those 
people  to  the  alternative  of  having  to 
abandon  their  possessions  or  to  risk  their 
lives  and  properties. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— lam 
willing  to  go  as  far  as  I  can  with  what 
I  consider  safety.  The  rule  among  the 
Indian  liribes  has  been  to  recognise  de- 
scent only  on  the  father's  side.  It  is  not 
necessary,  and  might  exceed  decorum, 
to  go  into  details.*  I  am  unable,  how- 
ever willing  I  might  be,  to  go  the  length 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes. 
This  Bill  does  not  dispossess  them  ;  it  is 
simply  silent  upon  the  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  would  suggest 
an  amendment  in  the  law  that  would 
protect  that  part  of  the  population. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
am  unable  to  go  as  far  as  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Then  the  least 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  can  do  is  to 
seriously  consider  the  matter. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
will  undertake  to  have  the  matter  con- 
sidered, not  merely  by  myself,  but  by 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  who  has 
charge  of  that  branch  of  the  service.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  let  the  clause 
pass  upon  that  understanding,  I  shall 
bring  the  matter  under  the  notice  of  the 
head  of  the  Department,  and  if  he  thinks 
that  the  amendment  which  the  hon. 
Senator  advocates  should  be  adopted,  it 
can  be  introduced  in  the  Bill  in  the  other 
House.  If  it  is  not,  notice  will  be  given, 
and  the  amendment  can  be  submitted  in 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  cannot  agree 
with  the  view  of  the  hon.  the  Minister 
of  Mi  litis  in  thinking  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  perfectly  justified  in  leaving  the 
law  as  it  is.  The  absence  of  legislation 
on  this  point  has  led  to  very  serious 
trouble  in  the  neighborhood  of  Montreal, 
and  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govem- 
juent,  who  are  charged  with  the  peace 
Hon.  Mr.  Trudel. 


and  good  order  of  the  whole  country,  to 
take  steps  to  put  an  end  to  that  unfortu- 
nate state  of  things. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Will  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Militia  aliiK)  take  into  con- 
sideration the  question  of  the  immediate 
enfranchisement  of  the  Indian  tribes  of 
Ontario  and  Quebec  ? 

Hon.Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— There 
is  a  scheme  for  enfranchising  them  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— There  is  a  pro- 
vision which,  I  suppose,  might  be  applied 
to  the  Indians  of  the  North- West,  but  I 
do  not  think  it  is  at  all  suited  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  Indians  in  the  older 
provinces,  kt  all  events,  it  cannot  be 
applied  to  the  Caughnawaga  Indians  for 
the  reasons  given  in  the  correspondence 
which  appeared  in  the  Montreal  Gazette. 
It  leaves  those  who  want  to  be 
enfranchised  at  the  mercy  of  the  men 
most  interested  in  preventing  their  en- 
franchisement. A  feeling  prevaib  in  the 
minds  of  many  members  of  both  branches 
of  Parliament  that  Indian  affaira  are  not 
managed  in  a  proper  spirit  by  the  De-' 
partment  of  the  Interior.  Of  course  it 
is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say  that  the 
right  hon.  Minister  at  the  head  of  the 
Department  is  far  above  any  suspicion  of 
that  kind  ;  but  it  is  strange  that  all  the 
members  who  have  had  occasion  to  come 
in  contact  with  the  officials  of  the  De- 
partment have  came  away  with  the  im- 
pression that  there  is  something  like 
religious  prejudice  which  prevents  some- 
body in  the  Department  from  seeing 
clearly  in  the  matter  and  rendering  jus- 
tice to  those  parties.  If  I  am  correctly 
informed,  eight-tenths  of  the  Christianized 
Indians  in  the  North- West  are  Catholics, 
yet  the  Qovemment  established  at  Bat- 
tleford  has  no  representative  of  their 
faith. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Is 
not  Mr.  Ryan  one  of  the  police  magis- 
trates 1     He  is  a  member  of  the  Council. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— And  Mr.  Brelau 
is  also  a  member  of  the  Council. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Then  I  was 
misinformed.  Tbere  is  another  point.  I 
am  told  that,  almost  every  day,  the  author- 
ity of  those  at  the  head  of  the  Mounted 
j  Police  Force  interferes  with  that  of  the 
Catholic  clergy  in  the  North- West.  I  am 
told   that   the   civil    authority    require 
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Catholics  to  purchase  marriage  licenses 
from  the  agents  who  sell  licenses  to  Pfo- 
testants.  This  seems  to  me  an  extra- 
ordinary pretension,  and  a  state  of  thing, 
which  cannot  be  tolerated.  0(  coilrae,  I 
-know  how  delicate  it  is  to  deal  with 
those  matters  upon  which  we  are  divided, 
but  I  think  that  every  hon.  gentleman 
will  admit  that,  when  the  question  of 
civilizing  the  Indians  is  before  us,  no  civil 
authority  should  be  allowed  to  destroy 
religious  authority,  whatever  it  may  be  ; 
I  speak  of  the  Protestant  as  well  as  of 
the  Catholic  clergy.  The  only  way  te 
civilize  the  Indians  is  to  teach  them  to 
i-espect  the  ecclasiastical  authorities,  but, 
in  the  North- West,  I  am  told  that  the 
good  work  of  the  missionaries  is  being 
destroyed  by  the  interference  of  which  I 
complain.  In  speaking  of  the  Govern- 
ment at  Battleiord,  t  was  in  error  in 
saying  that  it  contained  no  Catholic 
i-epresentative  The  information  given 
to  me  was,  with  reference  to  the  agricul- 
tural instructors,  none  of  whom  are 
Catholics.  Since  most  of  the  Indians 
belong  to  that  denomination,  would  it  not 
be  well  that  those  who  are  sent  to  teach 
them  agriculture  should  be  persons  who 
would  agree  with  the  missionaries  and 
work  harmoniously  with  them  1  These 
men,  who  have  been  appointed  by  the 
Government,  are  regarded  by  the  Indians 
as  men  high  in  authority — representatives 
of  the  Queen. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL—I 
think  the  suggestion  is  quite  reasonable, 
and  I  shall  call  attention  to  it. 

Clause  14  was  allowed  to  stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON  thoi^ht  that 
difficulties  might  arise  in  British  Col- 
umbia under  the  clause  relating  to  the 
cutting  of  timber  on  the  Indian 
reserves,  as  the  reserves  were  not  defined, 
though  allotted,  in  that  Province,  and 
jobbers  might  trespass  on  them  without 
knowing  it. 

On  the  74th  clause,  "  Chiefs  to  make 
regulations  for  certain  purposes," 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  feai-ed  that 
if  the  chiefs  were  allowed  to  make 
regulations  on  the  subjects  mentioned  in 
this  clause  it  would  create  trouble  and 
difficulties  among  the  bands. 

Hon,  Mr.  CAMPBELL  said  the 
safeguard  was  that  such  regulations 
were  subject  to  confirmation  by  the 
Eon,  Mr.  Trud$l 


Governor  in  Council.  Ho  would  propose 
a  new  sub-section  to  this  clause,  the 
following  amendment,  in  order  to  meet 
the  views  of  his  hon.  friend  from  De 
Lauaudi^re  on  the  education  question. 

'<  The  chief  or  chiefs  of  any  band  of  Indians 
may  decide  as  to  what  religious  denomina* 
tion  the  teacher  of  the  school  "^  established  on 
the  reserve  shall  belong,  Provided  always  that 
h«  shall  be  of  the  same  denomination  as  the 
majority  of  the  band,  and  provided  that  the 
Catholic  or  Protestant  minority  may  always 
have  a  separate  school  with  the  approval  of 
and  under  regulations  to  be  made  by  the 
Governor  in  Council. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

On  the  77th  clause  "  Security  not  to- 
be  taken  on  exempted  property,"  * 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL  objected  to 
the  property  of  Indians  being  exempted 
from  seizure  or  from  being  given  as 
security  for  debt.  The  British  Columbia 
Indians  had  a  great  deal  of  personal  pro- 
perty, and  theyjobtained  from  merchants 
and  traders  a  good  deal  of  credit  on  that 
security.  He  hoped  that  British  Colum- 
bia would  be  exempted  from  the  opera- 
tion of  this  clause  and  moved  an  amend- 
ment to  that  effect. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  considered  that  the 
reading  of  the  clause  was  that  only 
tribal  property  was  exempt  from  seizure. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  was  the  intention  of  the  clause. 
Individual  property  that  was  subject 
to  taxation  was  liable  to  seizure  for 
the  owner's  debts. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  that  tht  whole 
tendency  of  the  legislation  of  old  Canada 
was  to  restrict  Indians  from  getting  into 
debt,  and  to  compel  traders  to  exact 
prompt  payment  for  everything  they  sold 
to  Indians.  It  was  known  that  the 
Indians  had  valuable  property,  and  they 
were  credited  by  traders — no  doulit,  in- 
many  instances,  for  intoxicants — with  a 
view  to  getting  them  into  debt  and 
tempting  them  to  part  with  their  pro- 
perty. The  tendency  of  the  legislation 
of  old  Canada  was  to  restrain,  as  far  as 
possible,  ci-edit  dealing*  with  Indians, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  these  clause*  were 
conceived  in  the  same  spirit.  This  Bill 
should  be  looked  at,  as  it  affected  the 
whole  Dominion,  and  there  should  not 
bp  special  legislation  for  the  Indians  of 
British  Columbia. 

The  amendment  was  withdrawn. 
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Hon  Mr.  POWER  mored  to  strike 
out  the  portion  referring  to  acts  re- 
pealed by  the  legislation  of  1876.  He 
said :  this  opens  up  the  broader  ques- 
tion discussed  yesterday.  When  I  said 
that  this  was  not  the  proper  way  to  deal 
with  tliis  matter,  the  hon.  the  Minister 
of  Militia  came  down  om  me  with  the 
authority  of  the  Premier,  and  said  that, 
because  he  thought  this  was  the  proper 
way  to  bring  in  this  measure,  the  com- 
mittee ought  to  take  it  for  granted  that 
it  was  so.  That  id  not  a  wise  principle 
to  adopt  in  this  Chamber,  because,  if 
the  head  of  the  Department  knows  bet- 
ter than  Parliament  how  to  legislate  for 
his  Department,  it  seems  to  me  that  call- 
ing Parliament  together  at  an  expense 
of  $700,000  per  session  is  an  utter  waste 
of  money.  The  Grovemor  in  Council 
might  as  well  pass  the  laws  if  that  prin- 
ciple is  to  be  recognized.  I  do  not  say 
that  it  would  or  would  not  be  the  best 
way,  but  we  are  working  under  a 
different  system.  I  do  not  think  that  it 
was  parliamentary  for  the  hon.  Min- 
ister to  undertake  to  stifle  dis- 
cussion by  bringing  down  the  authority 
of  the  Premier.  Although  the  gentleman 
now  at  the  head  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  has  had  much  experience, 
and  has  shewn  great  skill  in  managing 
men,  I  am  not  aware  that  he  has  greater 
skill  in  drafting  bills,  or  a  higher  reputa- 
tion as  a  legislator*  than  Mr.  Blake  ;  yet 
when  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  was 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  in  this  House, 
and  Mr.  Blake  was  Minister  of  Justice, 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  Alex.  Campbell) 
did  not  think  that  the  authority  of  Mr. 
Blake  was  sufficient  to  prevent  discussion 
upon  his  bills  or  any  guarantee  that  they 
were  drafted  in  the  best  form.  If  it  had 
not  been  for  the  slips  which  were  printed 
and  distributed  at  the  suggestion  ef  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Ottawa,  (Mr.  Scott), 
the  House  would  have  been  completely 
in  the  dark  as  to  the  nature   of  the  Bill. 

The  amendment  was  accepted,  and  the 
clause,  as  amended,  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  following  be  added  to  clause 
U:— 

"Anj  half-breed  who  is,  bj  the  paternal 

side,  either  fully  or  partly  of  ladiau  blood, 

now  settled  in  the  Seigniory  of  Caoghnawaga, 

and  who  has  inhabited  the  said  seigniory  for 

Hon,  Mr.  Scott, 


the  last  twenty  years,  is  hereby  conArmed  in 
his  possession  and  right  of  residence  aod 
property." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
clause,  as  amended^  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  with  the  amend- 
ments, which  were  concurred  in. 

THE  FRENCH  CABLE  COMPANTS  BILLi 
SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  mored  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (23)  '*  To  jfive  certain 
powers  to  the  Compagnie  Fran9ai8e  du 
T^legraphe  de  Paris  ^  New  York." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  6.10  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Tuesday,  March  30th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  eight, 
o'clock,  p.m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

A  NEW  SENATOR. 

Hon.  JOHN  BOYD  was  introduced^ 
and,  having  taken  and  subsciibed  the 
oath  of  office,  took  his  seat. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

The  following  bills  were  introduced 
and  read  the  first  time  : — 

Bill  (41)  "To  amend  <»n  act  to  provide^ 
that  persons  charged  with  common 
assault  shall  be  Jcompetent  as  witnesses." 
~(Mr.  Miller.) 

Bill  (47)  **  Respecting  the  Great 
Western  and  Ijake  Ontario  Shore  Junc- 
tion Railway  Company." — ^Mr.  Mc- 
Master.) 

Bill  ((H)  "  To  amend  the  Act  36  Vic, 
Cap.  108,  intituled,  *  An  Act  to  gi*ant 
additional  powera  to  the  Quebec  and 
Gulf  Ports  Steamship  Company.*" — (Mr. 
Chapais.) 

Bill  (35)  "Respecting  the  Niagara 
Grand  Island  Bridge  Company." — (Mr. 
Dickson.) 

Bill  (29)  "  To  amend  the  Act  entitled 
'An  act  to  incorporate  the  Anchor 
Marine  Insurance  Company.' " — (Mr. 
Tidal.) 
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Bill  (25)  '<  To  authorize  the  establish- 
ment of  superannuation,  provident  and 
insurance  funds  by  the  Great  Western 
Railway  CJompany." — (Mr.  Mc Master.) 

Bill  (33)  <<  To  amend  and  re-enact  as 
amended  the  Act  incorporating  the 
Dominion  Grange  of  the  Patrons  of 
Husbandry  of  Canada."— (Mr.  Flint.) 

Bill  (40)  "  To  incorporate  the  Mail 
Printing  Company." — (Mr.  Allan.) 

Bill  (17)  "To  incorporate  the  Bell 
Telephone  Company  of  Canada." — (Mr. 
Hope.) 

Bill  (31)  «  To  incorporate  the  St  Clair 
and  Lake  Erie  Navigation  Company." — 
<Mr.  Vidal.) 

Bill  (J)  "  To  repeal  the  Act  extending 
the  Dominion  Jjands  Act  to  British 
Columbia,  and  to  make  other  provisions 
with  respect  to  certain  public  lands  in 
that  Province." — (Hon.  Mr.  Aikins.) 

INDIAN  LAWS   CONSOLIDATION   BILL. 
THIRD     READING. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called  for  the  third  reading  of  Bill 
(C)  to  Amend  and  Consolidate  the  Laws 
respecting  Indians, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved  to  amend  sub-section  S, 
clause  14,  by  adding  the  words,  "  but 
not  beyond  the  tiibal  rights  and  usages 
which  the  tribes  enjoy."  He  explained 
that  the  object  was  to  a^oid  giving  to 
the  half-breeds  of  Caughnawaga  rights  to 
the  property  in  the  Seigniory  other  and 
in  excess  of  those  which  the  Indians  had. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER —Before  the  third 
reading,  I  should  like  to  ask  for  another 
slight  amendment,  which,  I  think,  is  a 
most  desirable  one.  I  propose  to  add 
certain  words  at  the  end  of  the  9th  sec- 
tion, which  is  as  follows  : — 

<<  9.  The  Governor  in  Council  may  appoint 
an  Indian  Commissioner  for  Manitoba,  Kee- 
watin  and  the  North- West  Territories,  or  an 
Indian  Conunissioner  for  Manitoba  and  Kee- 
watin  and  an  Indian  Commissioner  for  the 
North- West  Territories,  with  such  powers  and 
duties  as  may  be  provided  by  Order  in  Council. 
The  Ck>vernor  in  Council  may  also  appoint  an 
Indian  Superintendent  for  the  Province  of 
British  Columbia,  with  such  powers  and  duties 
as  may  be  provided  by  Order  in  Council." 

BUU  Introduced. 


The  amendment  tnat  1  suggest  is  one 
which,  1  think,  will  recommend  itself  to 
the  judgment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill.  It  is  to  add  the 
following  words  at  the  end  of  t^e 
section  : — 

„  Any  Commissioner  appointed  under  this 
section  shall  reside  in  the  district  for  which 
he  has  been  appointed  for  not  less  than  six 
months  of  the  year,  and  any  superintendent 
appointed  for  British  Colombia  shall  reside 
permanently  in  that  Province." 

I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  en- 
large upon  the  subject.  The  duties  of  a 
commis^oner  require  him  to  remain  in 
the  district  to  which  he  has  been 
appointed.  The  commissioners  appointed 
for  Manitoba  and  the  North- West  Ter- 
ritories could  remain  there  during  the 
fine  weather  and  spend  the  winter  at  the 
Capital.  Unless  they  reside  within  the 
district  to  which  they  are,  appointed, 
they  will  be  useless  officers,  and  the  work 
could  be  as  advantageously  done  by  the 
ordinary  membei*s  of  the  staff  of  the 
Department  here  at  the  Capital.  1 
presume  the  hon.  gentleman  will  have 
no  objection  to  the  amendment  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX. CAMPBELL— lam 
sorry  to  disappoint  the  hon.  gentleman's 
expectations.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
amendment  will  be  desirabl^e.  K  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  allow  it  to  stand,  I  will 
suggest  it  to  the  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
and  if  he  agre^^  to  the  suggestion,  it  can 
be  made  in  another  place.  One  objec- 
tion to  it  occurs  to  me  now.  It  is  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill  that  one  superintendent 
may  be  appointed  for  Keewatin,  Mani- 
toba, and  the  North-West  Territories. 
How  could  he  reside  in  all  three  places  ? 
I  do  not  think  that  the  clause  as  it  stands 
is  liable  to  lead  to  abuse.  The  Govern- 
ment is  constantly  exposed  to  having  its 
opinions  called  into  question  aud  to  the 
necessity  of  justifying  them.  However, 
the  suggestion  may  be  worthy  of  con- 
sideration, and,  as  I  promised,  I  shall 
bring  it  under  the  notice  of  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  and,  if  he  should  see  fit 
to  adopt  it,  it  can  be  introduced  in  the 
other  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER-Underthecircum- 
stances,  I  shall  not  press  the  amendment, 
but  I  do  not  think  it  is  0)ien  to  the  objec- 
tion raised  by  the  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Militia,  because,  as  I  understand  the 
section,    it  provides   that   one   commis- 
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sioner  may  be  appointed  for  Manitoba, 
Keewatin  and  the  North- West  Terri- 
tories.    That  would  be  £6r  one  district 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL—He 

^would  be  appointed  for  three  districts. 
The  amendment  wus  withdrawn. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  another 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  call    the   atten- 
tion of  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Militia. 
It   is   a   matter   of   so    much     import- 
ance    that    I    should    ask     the     opin- 
ion    of     the      House     upon     it,      if 
the       hon.       the       leader      of        the 
Government    in  this   House    does    not 
think  proper  to  accept  the  suggestion  I 
make.     It  is  with  reference  to  the  90th 
section.     I  ventured,  when  the   House 
was  in  committee  upon  this  Bill,  to  call 
attention  to  what  I  considered  the  un- 
usual and  arbitrary  character  of  some  of 
its  provisions..    This  section  provides,  in 
substance,  that  a  party  may  be  convicted, 
and  fined  not  less  than  twenty-five,  nor 
more   than  one  hundred  dollars,  or  im- 
prisoned for  not  less  than  one,  nor  more 
than  six  months,  on  the  evidence  of  an 
informer  alone  ;  and  it  is  also  provided 
that  the  informer  is  to  receive  half  the 
line.     Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  that  is  a 
provision  which  does  not  exist  in  any 
other  law  on  our  Statute  book,  and  I  do 
not   think    it     is     a     provision      that 
should  be  adopted  by  this  House.     The 
original  Bill  provided  that  there    should 
be   two   witnesses.     I   understand   that 
there  has  been  some  difficulty  in  procur- 
ing the  conviction  of  persons  under  the 
original  Bill,  because   a  second  witness 
was  not  available ;  but  I   do  not  think 
that  the  risk  of  a  number  of  men  escap- 
ing punishment  should  lead  us  to  adopt 
l^islation  which  might  lead  to  the  con- 
viction and  punishment  of  an   innocent 
man.      The  evidence   of    the  informer 
should  be  corroborated  by   some  circum- 
stantial evidence,  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
some  such  provision   must   recommend 
itself  to  the  sense  of  justice  of  the  House. 
I  therefore  propose  to   move  an   amend- 
ment to  that  effect. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  C  A.MPBELL— I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  I  cannot  acquiesce  in 
this  amendment.  The  matter  was  dis- 
cussed when  the  Bill  was  in  committee. 
The  offence  which  the  clause  deals  vvith 
is  that  of  selling  or  jijiving  intoxicating 
liquors  to  Indians.  That  is  a  very  ser- 
Eon.  Mr.  Power. 


ious  offence,  and  attended  with  the  gra- 
vest consequences  in  the  unsettled  parts 
of  the  country,  and   this  clause  is  not 
only  necessary  for  the  suppression  of  the 
abuse  of  selling  intoxicating  liquors  to 
Indians,  but  it  is  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  safety  of  the  Indians  themselves,  and 
those  who  have  anything  to  say  or  do 
with  them.     It  has  been  found  in  prac- 
tice, and  that  practice  was  spoken  of  by 
the  hon.  Senator  from  British  Columbia 
(Mr.   Cornwall)   when   tl^e  subject  was 
before  the  House  in  committee,  that  it  is 
exceedingly  difficult  to  procure  a  convic- 
tion for  this  offence  if  the  evidence   of 
two    witnesses  is  required.     The  clause 
provides    that    the    evidence    of    only 
one    witness  is    necessary    in  the  most 
unsettled  parts  of  the   country.     If  any 
person  were   to    be  prosecuted  for  sell- 
ing    liquors    to    Indians     in     Ontario, 
Quebec,  Nova  Scotia  or  New  Brunswick, 
the  evidence  of  two   witnesses  would  be 
required,  and  it  is  only  in  certain  sections 
of  the  coimtry,   which  are,  to  a   certain 
extent  uninhabited,  and  where  it  would 
be  difficult,  or  impossible,  to  get  second 
witnesses,   that    these    convictions    can 
take  place  upon   the  deposition  of  the 
informant     only.       This     provision     is 
limited    to    Manitoba,    Keewatin,     the 
North-West     Territories     and     British 
Columbia.     I  am  quite   content  to  leave 
it  to  the  good  judgment  of  the    House 
whether  it  is  be^t  so  to  amend  the  Bill 
as  to  prevent  conviction  for  such  a  crime 
— because  one  can  only  speak   of  it  as  a 
serious  crime — as  this,  in  the  imsettled 
parts  of  the  country,  and  when,  upon  the 
testimony   of  an  hon.    member  of  this 
House,  who,  as  a   magistrate,  has  found 
it  almost    impossible    to    procure   con- 
viction   where    more     than     one     wit- 
ness     has       been       required.        You 
cannot  define  what  shall  be  circumstan- 
tial evidence  in  such   cases,  or  in  any 
way  bring  the   matter   down  to  a   cer- 
tainty.    You  cannot  derive    additional 
strength   from   circumstantial  evidence. 
It  would   be  legislation  which  would  be 
idle,  and  could  not  be  carried  into  effect. 
I  do  trust  that  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
not  proceed   with   the  amendment.      I 
should  be  sorry  to  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  dividing  upon  it,  and  it  seems 
to  me,  under  the   circumstances,  that  it 
would   be  undesirable  to   tie   a  statute 
down  so  closely  as  to  prevent  the  poesi- 
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bility  of  conviction  in  such  ciwes,  I 
regret  that  I  cannot  accede  to  the  amend- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— If  the  law  is  to 
be  operative  at  all,  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Halifax  cannot  be 
entertained.  The  House  must  consider 
that  it  is  dealing  with  an  exceptional 
state  of  things  in  that  new  country,  and 
that  it  would  be  almost  impossible,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  get  a  conviction  for 
the  offence  of  selling  liquor  to  Indians  if 
it  made  it  necessary  to  have  two  wit- 
nesses. If  the  legislation  were  excep- 
tional, I  think  the  circumstances  would 
Justify  it;  but  I  am  mirprised  to  hear 
the  Senator  from  Halifax  say  that 
it  is  exceptional.  It  is  not  new  legisla- 
tion, in  some,  at  least,  of  the  older  pro- 
vinces. In  his  own  Province,  I  know 
breaches  of  the  laws  relating  to  the  selling 
of  intoxicating  liquors  aire  punishable  en 
the  evidence  of  a  single  witness,  and  that 
witness  the  informer.  It  is  true  that 
the  punishment  provided  in  this  Bill  for 
the  offence  is  very  serious,  and  it  would 
be  desirable,  if  possible,  to  have  a  second 
witness  before  inflicting  it ;  but,  under 
the  circumstances,  you  would  render  the 
Bill  altogether  inoperative  by  accepting 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Halifax. 

The  SPEAKER— Will  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman withdraw  his  amendment  ] 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  decline  to  do 
so.  In  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Richmond  (Mr.  Miller), 
I  may  say  that  thia  plea  of  necessity  is  a 
tyrant's  plea.  There  never  was  a 
tyrannical  act  perpetrated  without  that 
plea  being  urged  for  it.  I  contend  that 
the  legislation  is  exceptional,  and  that 
nothing  tf  the  kind  is  to  be  found  in  the 
Canadian  Statute  book.  I  have  not  the 
Statutes  of  Nova  Scotia  befere  me,  but  I 
know  that  in  tiials  for  breaches  of  the 
License  Law  in  that  Province — at  all 
events  so  far  as  Halifax  is  concerned — it 
is  necessary  to  have  some  evidence  to 
confirm  that  of  the  informer.  Liquor, 
bottles  or  glasses  must  have  been  found 
on  the  premises  to  justify  a  conviction. 
Whatever  may  be  the  case  in  the  other 
districts  to  which  this  clause  applies,  I 
think  that  Manitoba  is  sufficiently  far 
advanced  to  be  treated  as  a  civilized 
community,  and  that  this  provision 
Hon,  Sir  Alex,  CampbelL 


ought  not  to  apply  to  that  Province  at 
all  events.  It  exposes  any  inoftensive^ 
man  to  the  possibility  of  being  made  a* 
victim  by  any  scoundrel  who  may  wish 
to  prosecute  him.  The  unsupported 
evidence  of  the  informer  who  is  to  re- 
ceive half  the  fines  may  perhaps  com- 
mit half  a  dozen  innocent  men  to* 
prison. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost. 

Hon.  Mr.  BROUSE— Before  the  Bill 
is  read  the  third  time,  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  the  46th 
clause,  which  is  as  follows  : 

<<46.  If  the  Superintendent-General  is  sat- 
isfied that  any  purchaser  or  lessee  of  any  In  • 
dian  lands,  or  any  assignee  claiming  under  or 
through  him,  has  been  guilty  of  any  fraud  oi 
impoBition,  or  has  violated  any  of  the  condi- 
tions of  sale  or  lease,  or  if  any  such  sale  or 
lease  has  been  or  is  made  or  issued  in  error 
or  mistake,  he  may  cancel  such  sale  or  leasee 
and  resume  the  land  therein-  mentioned,  or 
dispose  of  it  as  if  no  sale  or  lease  thereof  had 
ever  been  made ;  and  all  such  cancellations 
heretofore  made  by  the  Governor  in  Council 
or  the  Superintendent-General  shall  continue 
valid  imtil  altered." 

I  desii*e  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  the  immense  power  that  is 
given  by  this  clause  to  the  Superintend- 
ent-General. He  may,  of  his  own 
motion,  deprive  a  man  of  his  property, 
and  declare  that  he  shall  not  have  con- 
trol of  it  in  any  way.  The  Superintend- 
ent-General is  the  sole  arbiter  and  judge, 
and  the  man  whose  property  is  taken 
from  him  has  no  means  of  obtaining 
redress  for  his  grievance.  I  think  that 
such  an  arbitrary  power  should  not  be 
conferred  upon  any  man,  however  con- 
fident we  may  be  that  he  will  be  inclined 
to  do  justice.  I  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  at  least  give  the  aggrieved 
party  the  right  of  appeal  against  an  im- 
proper exercise  of  this  arbitrary  power. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  hon. 
friend  from  New  Westminster  brought 
this  very  clause  to  my  notice,  and  asked 
me  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman, the  promoter  of  the  Bill  to 
the  arbitrary  power  which  it  gives  to  the 
Su|)erintendent-Geneml.  That  official 
need  only  be  satisfied  that  the  conditions 
of  sale  or  lease  have  been  violated  to  dis- 
possess a  man  of  his  property,  confiscate 
and  dispose  of  it  to  some  one  else,  and  no 
appeal  is  provided  for.  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  is  a  very  arbitrary  and  summary 
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^>ower  to  give  to  any  man,  even  to  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  and  bis  succes- 
sors, who  may  not  at  all  times  be  pos-  < 
sessed  of  supreme  wisdom.  It  might 
possibly  be  a  somewhat  different  matter 
if,  in  effect,  the  head  of  the  Department 
exercised  this  power,  l)ut  it  virtually  will 
enable  an  official,  the  deputy  of  the 
Superintendent-General  of  Indian  Affairs, 
to  confiscate  a  man's  property,  no  matter 
what  his  legal  or  equitabb  rights  are, 
without  giving  him  notice  or  the  right 
of  appeal.  This  seems  to  me  to  be  un- 
wise, and  even  despotic  power  to  vest 
even  in  the  head  of  any  department  of 
the  Government.  How  would  it  be  pos- 
sible for  a  poor  struggling  settler  in  the 
far  wilds  of  the  West,  ignorant  of  the 
law  and  his  rights,  or  too  poor  to  make 
his  wrongs  known  to  the  Department 
here  to  seek  redress  or  to  get  satisfaction 
or  justice  ?  At  least  ample  notice  should 
l>e  given,  and  means  should  be  provided 
for  a  proper  hearing  of  his  defence.  It 
may  be  said  by  the  hon.  the  leader 
of  the  Government  that  this  is  not  a 
new  clause,  and  he  may  urge  in  its  de- 
fence that  the  power  vested  in  a  member 
of  the  Government  would  likely  never 
be  abused.  Yet  I  am  advised  that  a 
similar  clause  to  this  has  been  tyrani- 
cally  used  by  the  late  Quebec  Adminis- 
tration, under  which,  without  notice, 
.  land  owners  were  deprived  of  their  pro- 
perty and  their  applications  for  redress 
dismissed  without  hearing  or  reason  as- 
signed. If  such  has  been  done  so  near 
the  Capital,  is  it  not  more  than  likely 
that  those  further  removed,  with  less 
chance  or  power  of  being  heard  may  be 
oppressed  1  I  contend  this  46th  clause  is 
too  arbitrary,  and  may  lead  to  the  oppres- 
sion of  the  poor  settler. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
does  seem  to  be  a  clause  of  an  arbi- 
trary character,  but  it  has  been  in  acts 
relating  to  Indian  lands,  and  to  the 
management  and  sale  of  Crown  lands, 
for  many  years,  in  the  old  provinces, 
without  any  evil  results.  Hon.  gentle- 
men must  bear  in  mind  that  the  Super- 
intendent*General  is  the  Minister  of  the 
Interiori  and  that  when  these  questions 
come  up  he  really  sits  as  a  judge.  I, 
myself,  had  the  management  of  the 
Crown  lands  for  a  number  of  years,  and 
had  repeatedly  those  matters  before  me. 
Disputes  arise  as  to  the  commission  or 
lion.  Mr.  Kardhach. 


non-commission  of  fraud  under  circum- 
stances in  which  a  sale  is  asked  for. 
Some  circumstances  may  be  concealed 
from  the  officer  making  the  sale,  as,  for 
instance,  the  fact  that  a  person  is  in 
possession  of  the  land.  Afterwards, 
when  the  circumstance  comes  out,  the 
party  in  possession  appeals  to.  the  Super- 
intendent-General to  cancel  the  sale  or 
lease.  Things  of  that  kind  occur  con- 
stantly, and  are  really  dealt  with  by  the 
Minister  in  the  spirit  and  with  all  the 
responsibility  of  a  judge.  I  do  not  see 
that  you  could  put  it  in  better  shape.  I 
remember  tiiat  such  matters  were  repeat- 
edly brought  before  me  when  I  had  the 
management  of  Indian  and  Crown  lands, 
and  they  were  disposed  of  in  the  Depart- 
ment. A 1  though  the  power  seems  arbitrary, 
the  decisions  are  given  by  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  who  is  responsible  for  his 
conduct,  and,  although  no  provision 
appears  in  the  Bill  for  an  appeal,  there 
is  substantially  an  appeal,  because  any- 
body who  is  dissatisfied  with  the  decision 
of  the  Department  can  bring  his  case 
before  the  Government  and  have  it 
heard  over  again.  I  remember  one  case 
that  I  heard  myself  in  Quebea  Counsel 
appeared  for  the  party,  and  it  was  argued 
before  me.  I  indicated  the  decision  that 
I  would  arrive  at,  and  the  matter  was 
heard  over  again  before  the  Privy 
Council,  Sir  John  Macdonald  and  other 
ministers  being  present.  In  such  a  case 
it  is  really  an  appeal  to  a  court,  and  it 
has  all  the  advantages  of  being  presided 
over  by  ministers  who  are  familiar  with 
the  matter,  assisted  by  officers  who  have 
passed  their  lifetime  in  the  management 
of  the  public  landa  Practically,  there 
are  no  evil  results,  although  I  admit  that 
the  power  seems  arbitrary.  We  have 
had  this  clause  with  reference  to  Crown 
lands  in  our  acts  for  thirty 
years,  and  it  has  been  adminis- 
tered in  the  spirit  I  speak 
of,  and  always  will  be.  No  person  could 
be  at  the  head  of  the  Department  who 
could  desire  to  *  ideal  with  such 
matters  in  any  other  way  than  in 
the  spirit  and  with  the  responsibility  of  * 
a  judge,  and  it  is  always  open  to  an 
appeal  to  Parliament  or  to  the  Govern- 
ment. It  saves  to  the  parties  concerned 
the  expense  of  a  law  suit,  and  their  cases 
are  heard  in  the  disposition  that  I  speak 
I  of.    I  do  not  think,  therefore,  that,  prac 
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tically,  there  is  any  danger.  I  speak 
with  some  knowledge  of  the  subject, 
being  familiar  w^th  the  practice  of  the 
Department  for  many  years  past. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAXJLBACH— No  notice 
is  given  to  the  party  whose  land  is  to  be 
confiscated. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Oh 
yes,  notice  is  always  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  trust 
the  House  will  not  allow  itself  to  be  i>er- 
Ruaded  by  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Militia  to  adopt  this  clause. 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  an  exeeedingly 
objectionable  one,  and  that  the  argu- 
ments advanced  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
are  hardly  tenable.  He  argues  that, 
because  a  certain  clause  has  not  proved 
injurious  under  his  administration  of  the 
public  lands,  it  would  not  be  injurious 
under  the  administration  of  others. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
gave  my  own  experience,  but  I  said  also 
that,  having  been  in  the  office,  I  knew 
the  traditions  of  the  Department  for 
twenty  or  thirty  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— And  the 
inference  was  that  things  might  always 
remain  in  the  same  groove.  I  conceive 
that  our  duty  is  to  provide,  not  against 
able  and  competent  ministers,  but 
against  the  possibility  of  a  diverse  con- 
dition of  things.  It  is  quite  possible 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  col- 
leagues may  be  perfectly  competent  to 
manage  that  Department,  but  it  is  quite 
l)0ssible,  also,  that  his  successoiii  may 
not  all  be  equally  competent,  and,  there- 
fore, the  hon.  gentleman  who  proposes  to 
make  a  change  in  this  clause  is  perfectly 
justified  in  so  doing,  and  I  feel  disposed 
to  support  his  amendment. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROXJSE-— There  is  no  pro- 
vision by  which  the  party  in  possession 
of  the  land  can  appeal  against  the 
cancellation,  and  the  Superintendent- 
General  is  given  power  to  turn  him  out 
vrithout  notice.  fOreat  hardships  have 
arisen  under  a  similar  law  in  the  Pro- 
vince of  Quebec,  where  persons  who  had 
purchased  Crown  lands,  paid  forthem  and 
held  possession  of  them  for  yoars,  have 
had  their  property  taken  from  them  and 
their  money  confiiscated,  without  notice 
and  without  inquiry.  I  should  like  to 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  CampbeU, 


see  some  amendment  made  to  this  clause^ 
so  that  an  api>eal  could  be  had  to  the 
.Minister  himself. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  Superintendent-General  is  the  Min- 
ister. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— The  Superin- 
tendent-General is  the  Minister  of  the 
interior. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE— Is  there  any 
provision  that  the  individual  in  posses- 
sion shall  be  notified  before  his  land  is 
taken  fix>m  him ) 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  is  no  such  provision,  but  it  is 
always  done.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  no  no- 
tice is  necessary,  as  the  parties  are  always 
on  the  qui  vive.  How  could  any  Minis- 
ter be  satisfied  that  the  purchaser  had 
been  guilty  of  fraud  or  violation  of  the 
conditions  unless  he  had  been  heard  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— No  Minister 
would  dare  to  cancel  a  title  without 
notice  and  without  the  party  being 
heard. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  Bill  pro- 
vides that  the  gentleman  who  has  been 
heretofore  First  Clerk  in  the  Indian 
Branch  of  the  Department  of  the  Inte- 
rior shall  be  practically  the  head  of  the 
new  department,  and  I  presume  that  in 
almost  no  case  will  the  Superintendent- 
General  be  guided  by  anything  but  the 
advice  and  suggestions  of  the  practical 
head  of  the  Department  in  such  cases. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  may  be  wrong 
altogether,  but  my  impression  is  that 
that  is  the  way  it  will  work. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
No,  practically,  the  head  of  the  Depart- 
ment hears  these  cases  himself.  That 
has  been  my  experience. 

Hen.  Mr.  MILLER— It  is  a  judicial 
duty  that  is  performed  by  the  Minister 
himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— When  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Sir  Alex.  Campbell)  was  Min- 
ister of  Crown.lands  for  the  old  Province  of 
Canada,  consisting  of  the  Provinew  of 
Ontario  and  Quebec,  these  matters  were 
practically  under  the  eye  of  the   Depart- 
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ment,  and  it  was  not  easy  for  an  im- 
proper use  of  this  power  to  be  exercised 
without  its  being  brought  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Minister  and  the  public  ; 
but  we  are  now  dealing  with  a  different 
state  of  things.  There  are  vast  tracts  of 
fertile  lands  in  the  North- West  which 
will  be  coveted,  some  of  them  two  thou- 
sand miles  distant  from  the  Department, 
and  I  think  very  much  more  care  is  ne- 
cessary to  prevent  injustice  now  than 
under  the  old  regime,  when  we  had  to 
deal  with  only  the  smaller  territory  of 
Ontario  and  Quebec. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  thiixi  time  and 
passed. 

DORCHESTER  PENITENTIARY  BILL. 
SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (G)  "  An  Act  respecting 
Dorchester  Penitentiary."  He  said : 
This  measure  is  one  of  a  declaratory 
character,  setting  forth  that  certain  lands, 
at  or  near  Dorchester,  shall  be,  by  pro- 
clamation of  the  Governor  in  Council, 
declared  as  the  Penitentiary  for  the 
Provinces  of  Nova  Scotia,  New  Bruns- 
wick and  Prince  Edward  Island.  The 
second  clause  declares  what  convicts 
shall  be  sentenced  to  be  imprisoned  in 
such  penitentiary.  The  third  clause 
makes  provision  for  the  extension  of  the 
provisions  of  certain  acts  to  the  cases  of 
convicts  liable  to  be  imprisoned  therein. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  Bill  pur- 
ports "to  be  a  measure  to  provide  a  peni- 
tentiary for  Nova  Scotia,  New  Bruns- 
wick and  Prince  Edward  Island.  The 
first  section  says  it  shall  be  "  the  "  peni- 
tentiary for  these  Provinces,  and  it  clear- 
ly intends  that,  after  this  is  declared  by 
proclamation  to  be  the  penitentiary, 
there  shall  be  no  other  penitentiary  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces.  I  think  it  is 
more  than  doubtful  .whether  we  should 
take  that  step  just  now.  I  have  taken 
the  trouble  to  gather  some  information 
on  the  subject,  and  it  leads  me  to  think 
that,  with  regard  to  Nova  Scotia,  this 
action  is  premature.  If  the  Dorchester 
Penitentiary  is  intended  for  the  three 
lower  provinces  it  should  be  large 
enough  to  contain  all  the  prisoners  that 
are  there  now,  and  some  additional. 
Accommodation  is  provided  in  the  new 
building  for  only  120  prisoners.  On 
Eon.  Mr,  Power. 


looking  at  the  report  of  the  Inspector  of 
Penitentiaries  for  the  year  1878,  I  find 
that  there  were  of  long-term  prisoners 
who  would  go  to  this  new  institution, 
seventy-four  in  St.  John,  seventy - 
four  in  Halifax  and  eight  in 
Prince  Edward  Island,  making  in  all 
over  150  prisoners.  Hon.  gentlemen . 
will  see  that  it  is  quite  impossible  to  put 
150  odd  prisoners  into  a  penitentiary  in 
which  there  is  accommodation  for  only 
120.  I  find  that  the  number  of  long- 
terai  prisoners,  at  the  beginning  of 
February  this  year,  was  in  St  John  65^ 
and  in  Halifax  62,  or  a  total  of  127. 
Last  November,  the  Halifax  Prison  was 
over^jrowded,  and  30  prisoners  had  to  be 
taken  from  Halifax  and  8  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  to  Kingston  Penitentiary. 
These,  add^d  to  the  127  prisoners  in  St. 
John  and  Halifax  in  February  last^ 
would  make  a  total  of  1 65,  so  that  the 
accommodation  for  prisoners  in  the  Dor- 
chester Penitentiary  falls  45  short  of  the 
number  of  lower  province  criminals 
now  actually  undergoing  imprisonment. 
Taking  together  the  highest  numbers  in 
the  three  Provinces,  we  should  have  196. 
It  is  quite  clear  that  Dorchester  Peni- 
tentiary is  not  large  enough,  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  best  course  for  the 
Government  to  pursue  wdiild  be  to  con- 
tinue the  Halifax  Penitentiary  as  it  now 
stands,  until  such  time  as  the  new  wing 
of  the  Dorchester  institution  is  con- 
structed. In  order  to  shew  that  I  am 
not  merely  expressing  my  own,  or  local, 
or  partizan  views,  I  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  report  of  the  inspector  for  the 
year  1878.  In  that  report,  Mr.  Moylan 
says  of  the  St.  John  Penitentiary  : — 

«Ab  on  all  former  visits  for  the  last  six 
years,  the  Penitentiary  was  over-crowded. 
This  was  notably  the  case  since  the  fire,  a 
calamity  which  increased  the  number  of  short- 
term  prisoners.  The  number  of  oeUs  in  the 
male  prison  is  88,  yet  163  convicts  and  com- 
mon prisoners  were  registered  on  15th  August, 
1877.  Of  these,  no  less  than  75  were  packed 
away  on  the  top  of  the  prison  block.  The 
danger  of  epidemic  daring  the  very  hot 
weather  was  imminent  •  •  •  • 
The  risk  of  a  lower  depth  of  demoralization 
than  the  ^unfortunate  inmates  have  already 
reached  cannot  be  over-rated.'' 

Of  the  Halifax  Penitentiary,  he  speaks, 
favorably.  At  page  17  of  the  report, 
the  Inspector,  speaking  of  the  new  peni- 
tentiary, gives  his  opinion  as  to  what 
ought  to  be  done,  and  hon.  gentlemen 
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will  see  that  his  views  on  this  questian 
are  almost  the  same  as  those  which  I  have 
ventured  to  submit  to  the  House  : — 

"  When  the  penitentiary  was  commenced, 
1 20  cells  were  thought  to  be  sufficient  for  the 
number  of  convicts  that  would  be  removed 
there  on  its  being  finished,  from  Stv  John, 
Halifax  and  Prince  Edward  Island.  There 
.  were  then  only  36  at  St.  John,  38  at  HalifJEiz, 
and  about  10  on  the  Island,  making  a  total 
of  84.  A  large  increase  has  srnce  taken 
place,  and  there  is  every  reason  to  conclude 
that  not  less  than  150  will  require  accommo- 
dation at  Dorchester  upon  the  inauguration  of 
the  penitentiary.  From  these  figures  it  is 
manifest  that  all  the  convicts  of  Maritime 
Provinces  cannot  be  sent  to  Dorchester  until 
another  wing  be  built.  This  should  be  com- 
menced without  delay,  as  along  with  the  in- 
sufficiency of  cell  accommodation,  neither  din- 
ing hall  nor  chapels  have  been  provided  in  the 
present  wing. 

«  Taking  into  account,  then,  the  hybrid 
character  of  St.  John  Penitentiary,  where  con- 
victs and  common  prisoners  are  indiscrimin- 
ately mixed  up  together,  and  all  its  objection- 
able surroundings,  I  beg  leave  to  recommend 
the  transfer  of  all  the  convicts  from  that  in- 
stitution to  Dorchester. 

<<  Assuming  what  I  saw  at  Charlottetown 
Gaol  to  be  a  fair  criterion  of  how  convicts  are 
treated  on  the  Island,  I  would  suggest  the 
removal  to  the  new  penitentiary  of  any  con- 
victs that  may  be  there,  in  Summerside,  or 
elsewhere  in  that  Province. 

•*  With  reference  to  the  convicts  at  Halifox, 
I  recommend  for  your  decision,  either  that  the 
number  of  convicts  for  whom  accommodation 
can  be  had  at  Dorchester  "be  sent  there,  or 
that  the  full  number  at  Halifax,  when  the 
new  penitentiary  will  have  been  opened  by 
proclamation,  remain  undisturbed ;  tiie  excess 
accommodation  at  Dorchester  to  be  reserved 
for  convicts  that  may  be  sentenced  to  the 
penitentiary  from  the  several  Maritime  Pro- 
vinces. I  am  of  opinion  the  latter  course  will 
commend  itself  to  your  approval,  as  it  will 
obviate  the  difficulty  and  inconvenience  that 
may  arise — Dorchester  being  full — in  sending 
convicts  from  New  Brunswick  and  the  Island 
to  th«  Halifax  Penitentiary." 

I  have  only  suggested  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  do  what  the  Inspector 
recommends,  and  I  do  not  see  any  ob- 
jection to  it.  Probably  the  ground 
taken  by  the  Minister  will  be  that  the 
plan  he  proposes  is  a  more  economical 
one  ;  but  I  think  that  there  is  very  little 
economy  in  it.  The  staff  at  Halifax  is 
very  small,  and  the  amount  of  the 
salaries  is  small.  The  keepers  would 
accompany  the  prisoners  to  Dorchester, 
and  the  expense  of  maintaining  the  pri- 
soners would  be  as  great  there  as  at 
Halifax.  The  Warden  at  Halifax,  and 
probably  one  or  two  other  officers  who 

Hon,  Mr.  Power. 


are  now  receiving  small  salaries,  would 
be  superannuated ;  and  the  saving  e£fected 
by  the  removal  to  Dorchester  would  be 
very  small  indeed.  I  feel,  therefore,  that 
it  would  be  better  to  allow  the  Peniten- 
tiary at  Halifax  to  remain,  at  least  until 
the  new  wing  ot  the  Dorchester  institu- 
tion is  finished,  as  it  would  be  a  benefit 
to  the  people  of  that  city.  I  give  notice 
that,  when  the  Bill  is  in  committee,!  will 
move  to  strike  out  the  words  "  Nova 
Scotia."  Another  thing  to  which  I  would 
call  attention  is  the  fact  that,  although 
there  are  efficient  officers  in  Halifax 
and  St.  John  Penitentiaries,  the  Oovern- 
ment  have  not,  from  what  I  see  in  the 
newspapers,  appointed  gentlemen  who 
have  had  any  experience  as  warden  and 
deputy  warden.  The  gentleman  named 
as  warden  has  had  a  good  deal  of  ex- 
perience in  a  somewhat  similar  capacity, 
and  I  should  not  be  disposed 
to  quarrel  with  the  Government 
for  having  gone  outside  of  the  present 
staff  to  select  a  warden,  as  the  Warden  of 
the  St.  John  Penitentiary  is  a  rather  old 
man,  and  the  Warden  of  the  Halifax 
Penitentiary  is  not  in  very  vigorous 
health ;  but  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
excuse  for  not  appointing  one  of  the 
subordinate  officers  in  Halifax  or  St. 
John  to  the  position  of  deputy  warden. 
The  head  keeper  or  Deputy  Warden  in 
Halifax,  Mr.  Boss,  has  been  in  that 
institution  for  eleven  or  twelve  years, 
and  is  well  qualified  for  the  position  of 
deputy  warden  in  the  Dorchester  Peni- 
tentiary. There  is  an  officer  in  the  St. 
John  Penitentiary  who  is  also  qualified 
to  fill  the  position  of  deputy  warden ; 
but  the  gentleman  who  is  named  in  the 
newspapers  as  having  been  selected  for 
the  office  has  had  no  experience,  his 
particular  recommendation  being  that  he 
comes  from  tbe  county  which  has  the 
honor  of  being  represented  by  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— My  views 
on  this  smbject  are  very  much  in  har- 
mony with  those  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Halifax,  and  his  views  are  supported  by 
the  i*eport  of  Mr.  Moylan.  It  is  quite 
evident  that,  until  the  new  wing  of  the 
Dorchester  Penicentiary  is  constructed, 
that  prison  will  not  have  sufficient 
capacity  for  all  the  criminals  now  in  the 
Maritime  Provincen.  It  is  .clear  that 
the   Penitentiary  at   Halifax   has  been 
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over-crowded,  as  a  number  of  the 
prisoners  had  to  be  sent  to  Kingston  last 
year.  From  the  report  which  my  hon. 
friend  has  read,  it  seems  that  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Penioentiaries  at  St.  John 
and  Charlottetown,  or  Summerside,  is  not 
good,  as  the  common  prisoner's  and  the 
convicts  are  mixed  up  together,  and  the 
surroundings  are  not  satisfactory,  or 
even  beneficial,  to  the  morals  of  the 
people  inhabiting  those  buildings.  It 
seems  to  me  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  better  course  for  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  to  adopt  the  suggestion 
of  my  hon.  friend,  as  supported  by  the 
report  of  the  Inspector,  Mr.  Moylan,  and 
allow  the  full  number  of  prisoners  to  be 
kept  in  the  Penitentiary  ac  Halifax 
until  such  time  as  accommoda- 
tion can  be  provided  by  the  con- 
struction of  an  additional  wing 
in  the  new  institution  at  Dorchester. 
There  are  now  about  130  convicts  in  the 
Penitentiaries  of  Nova  Scotia,  New 
Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward  Island, 
-whilst  there  are  only  120  cells  in  the 
new  penitentiary.  So  that  it  is  impos- 
sible that  all  the  convicts  can  be  sent  to 
Dorchester  until  another  wing  is  built. 
Yet  it  would  appear  that,  under  this  Bill, 
all  would  have  to  be  sent  there  as  soon 
as  the  proclamation  is  made.  If  the 
Dorchester  Penitentiary  is  to  be  im- 
mediately filled  up — as  it  seems  will  be 
the  efiect  of  this  Bill — then,  to  avoid 
incarceration  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  New  Brunswick,  convicts  from  these 
Provinces  will  have  to  be  sent  to  Halifax 
Penitentiary.  The  hon.  the  Secretary 
of  State  had  better  consider  this  matter, 
and  so  alter  this  Bill,  that  for  the  present, 
the  full  number  of  convicts  may  remain 
in  the  Penitentiary  at  Halifax,  and  any 
surplus,  with  all  from  New  Brunswick 
and  Prince  Edward  Island,  be  sent  to 
Dorchester  Penitentiary. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFAKLANE— If  it  is 
ibund  that  th4  Dorchester  institution  is 
not  sufficient  for  the  accommodation  of 
the  prisoners  of  the  Maritime  Provinces 
it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
provide  quarters  for  them  either  at 
Kingston  or  somewhere  else.  From  the 
returns  which  have  just  been  laid  on  the 
table  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State,  in 
j'eply  to  the  address  which  I  had  the 
honor  to  move  some  time  ago,  I  see  that 
•the  expenditure  on  the  Doi*chester  Peni- 
Hon,  Mr,  KaulhacJh. 


tentiary  has  been  very  large.  The  pre- 
vailing opinion  throughout  the  Mari- 
time Provinces  since  the  commence- 
ment of  that  work  has  been 
.that  both  the  location  and  ex- 
penditure have  been  injudicious. 
It  is  not,  however,  one  of  the  expendi- 
tures for  which  the  present  Government 
are  accountable,  as  they  ai^e  not  respon- 
sible either  for  the  location  of  the  institu- 
tion or  for  the  expenditures  incurred. 
From  the  return  before  the  House,  I 
find  that  there  has  been  expended  on 
the  Dorchester  Penitentiary  ap  to 
the  31sfc  of  December  last,  near- 
ly $193,000.  Of  that  sum,  $22,000 
was  for  land  purchase.  It  is  well 
known  that,  when  the  location  of  this 
penitentiary  was  made,  the  Government 
was  in  possession  of  a  very  valuable 
piece  of  land  in  the  same  Province — the 
old  Cumberland  Fort  at  Westmoreland — 
that  offered  a  most  eligible  site  for  this 
institution.  It  was  situated  close  to  the 
railway,  and  could  have  been  taken  for 
the  penitentiary  without  incurring  any 
expense.  It  was  stated  at  the  time  that 
the  old  Cumberland  Fort,  with  which  so 
many  of  the  historical  associations  of  the 
country  are  connected,  was  admirably 
situated,  bi^t  that  there  was  a 
scarcity  of  water  and  building  material, 
and  Dorchester  was  selected,  because 
they  could  be  obtained  more  conveni- 
ently. It  has  since  been  found  that, 
although  a  very  large  sum  of  money  has 
been  expended  to  supply  the  penitentiary 
with  water,  it  has  been  a  total  failure, 
and  it  will  require  a  very  heavy  addi- 
tional outlay  to  bring  water  from  a 
distance.  It  has  also  been  found  that, 
by  the  same  mismanagement,  no  retaining 
walls  have  been  provided,  and  if  the  con- 
victs were  placed  in  the  penitentiary  to- 
morrow there  is  nothing  outside  to  keep 
them.  I  believe  that  the  location  of 
the  penitentiary  and  its  construction 
at  Dorchester  have  been  a  gross 
public  blunder,  and  I  regret  to  say, 
from  all  I  have  heard,  it  will  require  a 
very  lavish  expenditure  before  it  will  be 
fit  for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  de- 
signed. The  present  Gk)vemment  are  not 
to  be  blamed  for  it,  as  it  is  one  of  the 
legacies  that  has  been  handed  down  to 
them  by  their  predecessors.  Whaterer 
is  necessary  to  centralise  the  convicts  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  will  have  to  be 
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dome,  and  if  the  Dorchester  PeDiten- 
tiary  is  not  large  tnough  to  accommo- 
date them  as  it  is  at  present,  it  will  have 
to  be  enlarged. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS — It  is  very  much 
to  be  regretted  indeed  that  the  criminal 
classes  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  have 
increased  as  rapidly  as  the  figures  quoted 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax 
would  indicate.  No  person  regi-ets 
it  more  than  I  do.  It  is  evident  that  the 
persons  who  designed  the  Dorchester 
Penitentiary  supposed  it  would  be  large 
enough  to  accommodate  the  criminal 
population  of  the  Lower  Provinces  for 
some  years  to  come.  However,  it  proves 
to  be  too  small,  and  the  only  thing  to 
be  done  now,  under  the  circumstances,  is 
to  have  it  enlarged.  I  could  not  help 
admiring  the  ingenuousness  of  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Power)  when  he  expressed 
his  desire  to  have  all  the  convicts  and 
vagabonds  of  New  Brunswick  and  Prince 
Edward  Island  removed  to  the  Dorches- 
ter Penitentiary,  and  his  willingness  to 
keep  the  criminals  of  Nova  Scotia  in  the 
Penitentiary  at  Halifax.  I  presume  his 
idea  is  that  the  maintenance  of  such  an 
institution  at  Halifax  will  benefit  the 
trade  of  that  city.  He  gives  as  a  I'eason 
why  the  Dorchester  institution  should 
not  be  proclaimed  the  penitentiary  for 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  that  it  is  too 
small  to  accommodate  all  the  pri- 
soners, and  those  who  could  not 
be  accommodated  there  could  not 
be  sent  anywhere  else  The  hon.  gentle- 
tleman  is  quite  mistaken.  It  is  not  the 
intention  to  turn  out  the  surplus  crimi- 
nals on  the  public  when  the  penitentiary 
is  filled,  as  the  balance  can  be  accommo- 
dated in  some  of  the  other  prisons, 
wherever  the  interests  of  society  may  be 
best  served,  until  the  Dorchester  institu- 
tion is  enlarged. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  have  to  amend  his  Bill 
to  do  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  special  necessity  for  amend- 
ing the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Bill  pro- 
vides that,  after  the  proclamation  is 
issued,  Dorchester  shall  be  the  peniten- 
tiary for  the  Maritime  Provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS—That  does  not 
prevent  any  long-term  prisoners  from 
Hon,  Mr,  Mcu:fa/rlane. 


being  incarcerated  in  any  other  peni 
tontiary ;  it  does  not  prevent  them  from 
being  taken  to  Charlottetown  or  King- 
ston. The  Oovemor  in  Council  has  the 
power  to  do  that  under  the  General 
Penitentiary  Act. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

DOMINION  LANDS  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND   READINQ. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (H)  "To  amend  the 
Dominion  Lands  Act  of  1879."  He 
said  that  this  Bill  grew  out  of  the  results 
of  working  the  measure  of  last  session. 
The  first  section  related  to  school  landa 
which,  under  the  present  law,  are 
specially  set  apart  for  school  purposes. 
It  had  been  found  desirable,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  railway,  that  some  of 
those  lands  should  be  used  as  sta- 
tion grounds.  Provision  was  made 
by  this  amendment  for  taking  these 
lands  and  crediting  the  school  fund 
with  their  value,  which  was  to  be  fixed 
by  the  value  of  railway  lands  in  their 
immediate  vicinity.  Another  amend- 
ment related  to  homesteads,  and  gave 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior  discretionary 
power  to  permit  a  person  who  had  for- 
feited his  homestead,  by  absenting  him- 
self from  it  longer  than  six  months,  to 
enter  it  a  second  time.  The  fourth  an(J 
filth  sections  related  to  mineral  and  coal 
lands.  Under  the  existing  law,  they 
might  be  settled  upon  as  ordinary  agri- 
cultural lands.  This  clause  repealed  the 
sections  referring  to  them,  and  provided 
that  lands  containing  minerals  or  coal, 
whether  in  surveyed  or  unsurveyed  ter- 
ritory, shall  not  be  subject  to  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Act  respectinflf  sale  or  home- 
stead, but  shall  be  disposed  of  in  such 
manner  and  on  such  terms  and 
conditions  as  may,  from  time  to 
time,  be  fixed  by  the  Governor  in  Council. 
This  amendment  grew  out  of  the  discov- 
eries of  coal.  Rings  had  been  formed  to 
get  possession  of  these  lands,  and  it  was 
considered  advisable,  in  the  public  in- 
terest, that  they  should  not  be  disposed  of 
in  that  way.  The  fifth  clause  made  re- 
servation as  to  minerals  and  coal  in 
lands  leased  as  timber  limits.  There 
were  other  amendments  of  minor  impor- 
tance. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 
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BETTER  PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  BILL. 
SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  AlKINS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (I),  "  Further  to  con- 
tinue for  a  limited  time  *  The  Better 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act,  1878."  He 
explained  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
merely  to  continue  the  existing  law  for 
another  year. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  adjourned  at  9.45  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Wednesday,  Slst  March,  1880, 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

SENATOR  SEYMOUR'S  DEATH. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  —  Before 
the  order  of  the  day  is  cjjled  I  would 
desire,  as  one  of  the  oldest  friends 
of  Senator  Seymour,  who  has  just 
departed  this  life,  to  refer  to  the 
sad  event  of  his  decease,  and  to  say  how 
sincerely  I  join  in  paying  this  last  tribute 
to  his  memory.  He  has  been  for  a  long 
period  in  the  Parliament  of  his  country, 
and  during  that  period  he  has  been  a 
most  faithful  representative  of  the  people. 
Having  reached  more  than  the  ordinary 
term  of  life  allotted  to  man,  he  has,  of 
later  years,  not  been  able  to  take  so 
f  live  a  part  as  formerly  on  the  floor  of 
the  House,  but,  up  to  this  very  session, 
he  has  continued  to  render  valuable 
service  to  his  country  as  chairman  of 
com  mittees.  He  possessed  many  q  ualities 
and  virtues,  which  made  him  a  valuable 
representative  of  the  people.  He  laboi-ed 
always  faithfully  to  prevent  any  undue 
expenditure  of  the  public  money.  He 
possessed  qualities  and  virtues  which  we 
cannot  value  too  highly.  He  was  a  man 
of  answerving  integrity  of  purpose.  No 
temptation  or  consideration  upon  earth 
eould  make  him  do  a  dishonorable  act. 
Prudent,  industrious  and  perseveiing, 
hiB  affairs  were  always  in  a  prosperous 
state.  As  a  kind  and  affectionate  parent, 
he  was  beloved  by  his  family,  and  was 
universally  esteemed  by  all  who  knew 
him.  He  was  ever  a  just  and  good  man, 
Han,  Mr,  Atkins, 


whose  memory  we  may  well  honor,  and 
whose  example  we  may  well  endeavor  to- 
follow.  I  will  only  add  :  Bequi^seat  in 
pace, 

THE  LAW  AND  TRANSLATION  DEPART^ 

MENTS. 

RESOLUTION. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved! 
the  following  resolution : 

"  Resolved,  that  a  message  be  sent  to  the 
Commons,  to  acquaint  them  that  the  Senate 
has  appointed  the  Hon.  Messrs.  BelleroRe, 
Cornwall,  McLelan  (Londonderry),  Miller^ 
Pelletier,  Scott,  and  the  mover,  to  be  a  Select 
Committee  on  the  part  of  this  House  to  con- 
sider whether  it  would  not  be  attended  with 
economy  and  advantage  to  the  public  service 
if  the  Law  Department  of  each  House,  and^ 
that  of  Translation,  were  respectively  amalga- 
mated, and  to  act  on  behalf  of  this  House 
with  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, as  a  Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses, 
as  desired  by  the  Commons  in  their  message 
dated  Monday,  the  22nd  March  instant,  and 
received  by  this  House  yesterday." 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  suppose  this 
is  the  proper  time  to  express  any  feeling 
of  hostility  to  the  motion  which  has  just 
been  made.  I  may  say  that,  when  the 
hon.  the  leader  of  the  Government  iu 
this  House  fiist  brought  the  matter  be- 
fore the  Senate,  it  struck  me  as  being  a 
step  in  the  right  direction,  being  a  move- 
ment towards  economy ;  but,  after  fur- 
ther reflection,  and  making  some  inquiry 
in  connection  with  the  matter,  I  have 
been  led  to  look  at  the  proposed  change 
in  a  different  light.  It  strikes  me  now 
that,  while  the  economy  would  probably 
be  very  small,  this  movement  is  really 
to  a  certain  extent  directed  against  tho 
independence  of  this  House.  I  do  not 
think  that  that  applies  with  so  much, 
force  to  the  propesal  to  consolidate  the 
Departments  of  Translation  as  to  that 
which  proposes  to  consolidate  the  Law- 
Departments  of  the  two  Houses.  At  the 
same  time,  I  think  it  is  only  proper  that 
the  Senate,  which  is  supposed  to  be  an 
independent  House,  in  which  bills  and 
other  business  are  introduced  and  dealt 
with  independently  of  the  Commons^ 
should  have  translators  at  its  own  order 
solely.  Our  clerks  do  their  work  faith- 
fully and  well,  and  I  think  that,  before 
an  arrangement  is  made,  care  shotdd  be 
taken  that  the  officei's  of  this  House  do 
not  suffer  by  the  change.  I  think  we 
should  endeavor  to  retain  our  own  trana- 
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latoi*s.  As  a  rule,  I  think  it  will  be 
found  tbat  the  business  of  the  House  of 
Oommons  will  take  precedence  of  ours, 
iind  further,  that,  just  as  happened  in 
the  Joint  Cocnmittees  on  Printing  and 
on  the  Library,  these  departments, 
when  consolidated,  will  be  controlled 
iilraost  altogether  by  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  the  patronage 
'U'ill  rest  with  that  Hotise,  and  not  with 
the  Senate.  This  matter  is  one  of  much 
more  importance  than  might  at  first 
strike  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  going 
on  this  committee,  and  1  hope  they  will 
be  very  ciireful  about  the  rights  and 
piivileges  of  the  Senate.  I  regard  the 
proposal  to  consolidate  the  law  depart- 
ments of  the  two  Houses  as  one  that 
will  not  commend  itself,  on  i*eflection,  to 
any  member  of  the  Senate.  The  peculiar 
function  of  this  House,  the  principal 
one  at  all  events,  is  to  revise  the  legis- 
lation coming  up  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Every  bill  that  comes  from  that 
Ohambir  is  supposed  to  have  been 
inspect  •> I  by  the  law  officer  of  the  Com- 
mons before  it  passes  the  other  branch 
of  the  Legislature,  and  it  leaves  there 
with  his  entiro  approval.  It  is  sup- 
posed to  meet  his  views  as  regards  the 
Jaw  contained  in  it,  and  the  form  of  the 
measure.  It  comes  up  to  the  Senate, 
:aad  our  principal  duty  with  that  bill  is 
to  amend  it  in  any  particular  in  which 
iit  is  defective.  It  is  only  very  rarely 
;that  a  bill  is  thrown  out  altogether  by 
tliis  House.  The  principal  agent  in 
dealing  with  a  bill  here  is  the  Law  Clerk 
of  the  Senate,  upon  whose  advice  we 
liave  chiefly  to  rely.  The  bill  passes 
into  his  hands,  and  any  member  who 
wishes  to  know  just  what  the  effect  of 
the  bill  may  be,  can  have  the  opinion  of 
.the  Law  Officer  upon  it.  Now,  hon.  gen- 
;tlemen  will  see  that,  if  we  have  no  law 
officer  of  our  own,  independent  of  the 
Jaw  department  of  the  Lower  House, 
the  members  of  the  Senate  will  be  left  to 
their  own  unaided  judgment  in  dealing 
with  these  measures.  I  feel "  that  the 
doing  away  with  the  office  of  Law  Clerk 
of  this  House  is  striking  a  very  great 
-blow  at  the  utility  and  independence  of 
.the  Senate,  and  1  am  sorry  to  see  a  blow 
^f  that  kind  come  from  the  head  of  this 
"Chamber.  I  know  that  hon.  gentlemen 
iiave  in  former  times  manifested  a  good 
Kleal  of  reasonable  indignation  when  mem- 
Mon,  Mr,  Power. 


bers  of  the  other  bmnch  of  the  Legi.s- 
lature  have  attempted  to  interfere  in 
any  way  with  the  rights  and  privileges 
of  the  Senate,  and  I  am  sorry  to  see 
now  that  the  leader  of  this  House  has 
taken  the  same  course  that  has  been  so 
properly  objected  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON— As  the  Print- 
ing Committee  has  been  referred  to,  I  may 
state,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Printing  continued  me  as 
their  chairman  for  twelve  consecutive 
sessions,  and  that  during  that  time  the 
two  Houses  had  un  equal  representation 
u|)on  it.  It  is  possible  that  the  gentle- 
men of  the  other  House  had  more  brains, 
and  were,  perhaps,  shari)er  than  we  were, 
but  I  know  that  they  used  to  complain 
that  the  Senate  rather  controlled  them, 
that  we  checked  their  extravagance,  and 
prevented  them  from  getting  as  many 
useless  documents  printed  as  in  former 
yeai*s.  We  saved  the  country  not  less 
than  $100,000  a  year,  and  secured  greater 
efficiency  in  the  service.  T  am  sure  we 
have  greater  despatch  in  our  publications, 
whatever  they  may  be.  We  were  bothered 
about  the  distribution  too,  and  hon.  gen- 
tlemen used  to  put  the  fault  on  me 
because  they  did  not  got  their  documents. 
The  House  of  Commons  had  their 
distribution  staff,  and  we  bid  ours, 
and  the  result  was  confusion.  Some  six 
or  seven  years  ago  we  recommended  to 
the  House — and  our  recommendation  was 
unanimously  adopted — that  the  distribu- 
tion should  be  brought  under  one  service, 
under  the  control  of  the  Printing  Com- 
mittee. The  residt  is  that  there  has  not 
been  a  word  of  complaint  in  either  House 
since  the  change,  and  we  are  saving  at 
least  $2,500  a  year  in  that  little  service 
alone.  My  impression  is  that  this  is  a 
movement  in  the  right  direction.  You  will 
have  the  service  better  performed,  with 
greater  economy  ;  and,  instead  of  having 
a  law  clerk  in  one  part  of  the  building 
and  another  law  clerk  in  another  part  of 
it,  the  law  department  will  be  the  common 
property  of  both  Houses.  I  cannot 
undei-stand  why  my  hon.  friend  from 
Halifax  wants  to  have  the  translators' 
department  kept  separate.  Three  or  four 
years  ago  there  was  a  great  pressure 
to  get  some  documents  printed  very 
rapidly  for  the  Senate.  I  went  myself 
to  the  translators,  and  they  told  me  that 
they  could  not  possibly  hurry  any  more 
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than  they  wem  doing.  I  found,  by  in- 
quiry from  th^  Clerk  of  the  Priating 
Committee  (Mr.  Hartney),  that,  in  the 
other  Chamber,  there  ware  three  or  four 
translators  doing  nothing  at  all ;  but 
when  we  applied  for  their  assistance  we 
found  that  we  could  not  get  their  ser- 
vices, and  we  were  obliged  to  go  outside 
and  employ  men  to  do  the  work  that 
onght  to  be  done  by  the  men  in  the 
translators*  department  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  We  had  no  control  over 
them.  I  am  astonished  to  find  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  taking  the 
ground  that  he  has  assumed,  uiore 
especially  with  regard  to  the  printing 
service.  Had  he  been  as  long  on  that 
committee  as  I  have  been,  he  would  not 
have  made  the  observations  that  he  has 
addressed  to  the  House  to-day. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  on  a  divi- 
sion. 

MAIL  PRINTING  COMPANY'S   BILL. 
SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLA.N  moved  the  second 
re4iding  of  Bill  (40)  "  To  incorporate  the 
Mail  Printing  Company."  He  explained 
that  it  was  in  all  respects  framed  ex- 
actly the  same  as  the  Act  now  on  the 
Statute  books  for  incorporating  the 
Globe  Printing  Company. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

BELL    TELEPHONE    COMPANY'S    BILL. 
SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (17)  "  To  incorporate  tlie 
Bell  Telephone  Company." 

Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN  said  that  this 
question  of  the  rights  of  telegraph  co  ii- 
panies  had  been  very  fully  discussed  in 
lioth  branches  of  Parliament  in  1875. 
The  15th  section  of  the  Marine  Electric 
Telegraphs  Act,  passed  in  that  year,  con- 
tained the  following  provision  : — 

"  No  such  letters  patent  or  grant  of  corporate 
powers  to  be  exercised  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  Canada  shall  be  made  to  or  conferred  upon 
any  company  or  association  which  possesses 
any  exclusive  privilege  of  landing  a  wire  or 
cable  for  a  marine  telegn^ph  in  or  upon  the 
roast  of  any  state,  province  or  country  in 
America,  Europe,  or  elsewhere,  unless  an  equal 
or  reciprocal  right  or  privilege  of  landing 
wire  or  cable  and  establishing  a  marine  tele- 
g^ph  upon  the  same  coast  is  conceded  to  any 
and  each  of  the  companies  in  the  first  section 

Hon,  Mr.  Simpson, 


of  this  Act  mentioned,  or  which  may  hecome 
incorporated  in  Canada  under  the  provisions  of 
this  section  of  this  Act.*' 

Although  this  Bill  was  to  incorporate  a 
Telephone  Company,  it  empowered  them 
to  conscruct,  lease  or  acquire  telegraph 
lines  and  even  to  liy  cables  to  other 
countries.  The  2nd  section  contained 
the  following  : — 

"  The  said  Company  shall  have  power  to» 
manufacture  telephones  and  other  apparatiin 
connected  therewith,  and  their  appurtenance^^ 
and  other  iustrumcnts,  used  in  connection  with 
the  business  of  a  telegraph  or  telephone  com- 
pany, and  to  purchase,  sell  or  lease  the  same 
and  rights  relating  thereto,  and  to  build, 
establish,  constnict,  purchase,  acquire  or  lease, 
and  maintain  and^operate,  or  sell  or  let,  any 
line  or  lines  for  the  transmission  of  messages- 
by  telephone,  in  Canada  or  elsewhere,  and  to 
make  connection,  for  the  purposes  oftelephon«^ 
business,  with  the  line  or  lines  of  any  tele- 
graph or  telephone  company  in  Canada  or  else- 
where, and  to  aid  or  advance  money  to  build 
or  work  any  such  line  to  be  usoi  for  telephone 
purposes. " 

Now,  this  was  a  very  important  Bilf^ 
It  conferred  upon  this  Company  powers- 
which  Parliament  should  be  very  chary^ 
in  bestowing.  There  wete  two  telegraph, 
companies  in  this  country — the  Montreal 
and  the  Dominion — which  had  lines 
throughout  Quebec  and  Ontario,  and 
extended  to  Manitoba,  but  the  Western^ 
Union  Company  had  a  monopoly  of  the 
telegraph  business  in  the  Maritime*  Pro- 
vinces. It  was  a  fact  beyond  dispute- 
that  the  telegraphic  communication  all! 
over  this  continent,  to-day,  was  in  the 
hands  of  Ameiicans,  controlled  by  the 
Western  Union  Company.  Not  only 
that,  but  the  Anglo-American  Company 
had  leased  to  them  eleven  miles  of  tfhe 
shore  end  of  their  cable  because  this 
Parliament  had  not  given  them  permis- 
sion to  land  in  this  country.  That  was 
why  he  asked  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Hamilton  whether  he  was  prepare<l  to 
put  in  this  Bill  some  such  clause  as  this 
which  he  had  quoted.  The  Western 
Union  Company  and  Anglo-American 
Company  could  charge  what  rates  they^ 
pleased  all  over  this  continent, .but  if  a 
clause  were  inserted  in  this  Bill,  providing 
that  the  Company  should  not  have  ex- 
clusive rights  in  the  Dominion,  it  might 
protect  the  public  from  the  possibility  of 
extortion. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  said  that  tliis  Com- 
pany did  not  charge  by  the  number  or 
words. 
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Hon.  Mr.  HOWLAN  said  that  it  gave 
power  to  construct  lines  of  telegraphs. 
Up  to  the  present  time  no  telephone  had 
been  invented  that  could  transmit  a  mes- 
sage a  distance  exceeding  20  or  30  miles, 
but  nobody  could  say  to  what  perfection 
it  would  yet  be  brought,  and  it  was  pos- 
sible that  it  might  eventually  be  extended 
across  the  Atlantic.  The  third  clause 
,  empowered  the  company  to  lay  a  cable 
across  the  Atlantic.  It  probably  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  give  such  powers,  but  they  were  con- 
tained in  this  Bill.  If  the  hon.  Senator 
would  amend  it  by  inserting  the  clause 
of  the  Act  of  1875,  which  he  had  quoted, 
lie  would  not  object  to  its  passage. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPK  said  that  the  amend- 
ment could  be  submitted  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Railways  and  Telegraphs,  to 
which  he  proposed  to  refer  the  Bill. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  .second  time. 

DORCHESTER  PENITENTIARY  BILL. 
THIRD     READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  House 
into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Bill 
(G).  **  An  Act  respecting  the  Dorchester 
Penitentiaryr." 

IN    THE    COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  De  BOUCHERVILLE  in 
>the  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  adop- 
tion of  the  first  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  suggested  that 
the  words  "  shall  be  the  Penitentiary," 
-etc.,  should  be  changed  to  "  shall  be  a 
penitentiary."  There  was  no  doubt  that, 
ior  some  time,  the  prisoners  would  have 
to  be  confined  in  Halifax  Peniteutiary 
Aintil  the  Dorchester  Penitentiary  was 
•enlarged,  and  the  wording  of  the  clause 
would  convey  to  the  ordinary  mind  that 
the  latter  was  the  only  penitentiary  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  did  not  see  any 
necessity  for  the  amendment  The 
policy  of  the  Government  way  to  econo- 
mise expenditures  in  connection  with 
these  institutions  as  far  as  possible,  by 
establishing  one  penitentiary  instead  of 
the  three  that  now  exist  in  the  Mari- 
time Provinces.  The  existing  law  had  a 
provision  similar  to  that  contained  in  this 
Horn,.  Mr.  Hope, 


Bill,  and  he  doubted  very  much  if 
it  was  necessary  to  pass  this  measure 
at  all,  except  to  supplement  the  law  as  it 
stood,  and  remove  some  doubts  as  to 
what  convicts  should  be  imprisoned  in 
Dorchester  Penitentiary.  The  only  ar 
gument  that  could  be  urged  against 
making  Dorchester  Penitentiary  the 
penitentiary  for  the  three  Provinces  was 
that,  until  the  building  was  completed, 
there  might  not  be  sufficient  room  to  ac- 
commodate all  the  prisoners  incarcerated 
in  the  local  penitentiaries.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  would  not  be  the  case,  and 
that  the  increjise  of  crime  which  had  been 
witnessed  within  the  last  few  years  would 
not  continue.  If  it  did  not  continue,  the 
space  contemplated  would  be  snfiicient  to 
meet  the  wants  of  the  Maritime  Pro- 
vinces ;  if  the  accommodation  was  not 
sufficient,  the  expense  of  keeping  another 
penitentiary  open  could  be  obviated  by 
sending  the  surplus  pris'>ner8  to  Kingston 
until  the  Dorchester  institution  was  en- 
larged. A  criminal,  when  sentenced,  was 
not  sentenced  to  any  particular  peniten- 
tiary, but  to  a  penitentiary.  If,  after 
the  Dorchester  Penitentiary  was  opened, 
there  were  fifteen  or  twenty  piisoners 
over  the  number  who  could  be  accommo- 
dated, it  would  not  be  wise  or  prudent 
to  keep  the  Halifax  Penitentiary  open, 
and  maintain  a  large  stafiT  of  officials, 
when  the  criminals  could  be  removed  to 
Kingston,  and  the  Halifax  property  could 
be  sold  and  the  proceeds  added  to  the 
revenue  of  the  country.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  accejit  the  amend- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  he  could  not 
accept  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  said,  with  regard 
to  removing  prisoners  that  could  not  be 
accommodated  at  Dorchester  to  King- 
ston, it  was  just  possible  that  there' 
might  not  be  accommodation  for  them  at 
the  latter  place.  The  rei>ort  of  the  In- 
spector for  the  vear  ended  the  30th  of 
June,  1878,  shewed  that  the  increase  in 
criminals  had  not  been  confined  to  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  The  report  of  the 
Warden  of  St.  Vincent  do  Paul  Peniten- 
tiary shewed  the  same  state  of  affairs, 
while  the  Warden  of  the  St.  John  Peni- 
tentiary reported  a  constant  increase  in 
the  number  of  convicts,  which  might  be 
attributed   to   the   depression    of    trade 
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both  in  that  Province  and  tbe  neighbor- 
ing states.  Under  these  circumstances  it 
was  not  at  all  probable  that  there  would 
be  room  in  the  Penitentiary  at  Kingston 
for  all  the  prisoners  who  might  have  to 
be  brought  up  from  the  Maritime  Pro- 
vinces. If  the  argument  of  the  Senator 
from  Hichmond  was  good  for  anything:, 
he  might  go  so  far  as  to  say  there  was 
no  necessity  for  having  a  piison  in  the 
Liower  Provinces  at  all,  as  all  the  pri- 
soners might  be  brought  to  Kingston  or 
some  other  central  place.  He  could 
not  see  where  the  saving  was  to  be 
effected  by  removing  prisoners  to  Kings-* 
ton.  The  total  cost  of  maintaining  the 
Halifax  Penitentiary  for  the  year  ended 
30th  June,  1878,  was  something  over 
318,000  ;  the  net  cost  was  over  $14,000, 
and  he  did  not  think  the  same  number 
of  prisoners  could  be  maintained  in  Dor- 
chester, Kingston  or  anywhere  else  for 
much  less  than  that  amount. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  that,  even  if 
this  Bill  did  become  law,  all  the  long- 
term  prisoners  would  not  be  removed  to 
Dorchester  Penitentiary,  as  those  whose 
sentences  were  within  two  years  of  ex- 
piring would  remain  where  they  were, 
so  that  the  number  to  be  removed 
would  be  very  much  lessenel  on  that 
account. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  considered 
that  his  hon.  friend  from  Halifax  had 
made  out   a   substantial   case.     It  had 
been  admitted  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  V»y  the  hon.  gentleman   from   Rich- 
mond    that      Dorchester     Penitentiary 
would  not  be  large  enough  to  accommo- 
date all  the  prisoners    who    would  be 
sent  to  it  from  the  Maritime   Provinces, 
and  that  a  considerable  amount  of  ex- 
pense would    have    to   be  incurred   in 
transporting  prisoners  to  Kingston.     It 
was   to  obviate  that  expense  and  incon- 
venience   that    his    hon.    friend    (Mr. 
Power)   wished  to  continue  the  Peniten- 
tiary  at  Halifax.      In   Prince  Edward 
Island   they  had  been  obliged  to  keep 
their   hard-labor  prisoners  in  the  com- 
mon gaol,  without  the  usual  facilities  for 
reformation  until  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment rem3ved   a  number  of  them   to 
Kingston.      Whether  the   hon.  ^ntle- 
man's  suggestion  was  valuable  or  not,  he 
was  entitled  to  some   consideration  from 
the  Government  and  from  the  House  for 
Hon.  Mr.  Power. 


the  pains  he  had  taken  to  look   up  the 
question. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK  said  the  question 
of  penitentiaries  had  been  one  of  discus- 
sion between  the  Dominion  and  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick  since  a  short 
time  after  Confederation.  It  had  been 
at  last  decided  to  submit  th?  question  to 
the  Supreme  Court  to  say  whether  the 
legislation  of  the  Dominion  Parliament 
was  not  an  infringement  upon  the  British 
North  America  Act.  He  did  not  rise  to 
discuss  the  question,  but  he  wished  to 
know  what  course  the  Government  in- 
tended to  pursue  with  respect  to  New 
Brunswick  Penitentiary  in  the  meantime ; 
whether  they  intended  to  separate  the 
prisoners  there  before  the  decision  of  the 
Supreme  Court  was  obtained,  and,  if  so, 
whether  was  it  on  the  Dominion  Gov- 
ernment or  the  Government  of  New 
Brunswick  that  the  expense  of  the  St. 
John  Penitentiary  and  the  prisoners 
remaining  in  it  would  fall,  before  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  was  had  ] 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKTNS  understood  that 
the  matter  was  before  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  j  udgment  would  soon  be  given.  But, 
so  far  as  this  legislation  was  concerned, 
it  did  not  affect  it  at  all.  The  Province 
of  New  Brunswick  had  set  up  a  plea  that 
they  were  entitled  to  certain  piivileges, 
and  that  the  British  North  America  Act 
was  not  applicable  to  them  ;  that  they 
were  to  have  special  exceptions  in  so  far 
as  penitentiaries  were  concerned.  It  was  a 
remarkable  thing  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  not  started  this  objection  two  years 
ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK  said  he  was  not 
raising  an  objection  now  ;  he  was  simply 
asking  for  information.  But  the  reason 
he  did  not  refer  to  the  subject  two  years 
ago  was  that  the  matter  was  not  then 
before  the  Supreme  Court. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  the  intention 
was,  as  so«n  as  the  building  was  ready 
for  occupation,  to  issue  the  proclamation. 

The  clause  was  adopted  without  amend- 
ment 

On  motion  that  the  preamble  be 
adopted, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  the  fol- 
lowing amendment  as  a  4th  clause  : — 

« Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  prevent  any 
person  convicted  before  any  court  ot  the  Pro- 
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vince  of  New  Brunswick,  and  lawfully  sen- 
tenced to  imprisonment  by  such  court,  from 
being  imprisoned  in  the  Penitentiary  at  Hali- 
fax." 

Hon,  Mr.  MILLER  considereJ  that 
this  additional  clause,  if  adopted,  would 
completely  frustrate  the  object  of  the 
Bill.  It  not  only  provided  that  Halifax 
Penitentiary  should  be  kept  open  for  the 
usual  class  of  ci-iminals  that  were  sent  to 
penitentiaries,  but  for  any  pei-son  con- 
victed and  sentenced  before  any  court  in 
the  Province  for  any  crime,  to  imprison- 
ment, and  it  would,  therefore,  have  the 
effect  of  keeping  the  Halifax  Penitenti- 
ary open  after  the  Doixihester  institution 
was  completed.  If  the  object  of  this 
Bill  was  to  have  but  one  penitentiary  for 
the  three  Provinces,  he  did  not  see 
how  the  House  could  accept  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  gentleman. 
The  House  would  observe  that  this  Act 
only  came  into  force  by  proclamation  of 
the  Govemer  in  Council,  and  the  Gov- 
ernment would  take  good  care  that  there 
was  sufficient  accommodation  for  all  the 
criminals  before  issuing  the  proclama- 
tion. One  suggestion  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  shewed  that,  even 
without  sending  any  piisoners  to  Kings- 
ton, a  very  large  number  might  be  left  in 
the  local  penitentiaries- — those  criminals 
whose  periods  of  imprisonment  would 
expire  within  two  years — and  he  suppos- 
ed that,  until  those  two  years  expii'od,  the 
different  penitentitaries  would  have  to 
be  kept  open.  Theiefore,  he  could  not 
see  that  there  was  any  difficulty  to  be 
apprehended  in  allowing  the  Bill  to  pass 
as  it  was.  Then,  with  regard  to  another 
observation  which  fell  from  the  hon. 
meniber  from  Halifax,  as  to  the  removal 
of  prisoners  to  Kingston,  the  object  of 
the  Government  was  to  have  but  one 
penitentiary  for  the  three  Provinces,  and  if 
at  any  time,  in  an  erae*'gency,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  send  a  few  prisoners  to  another 
penitentiary  where  there  was  more  ac- 
commodation, he  did  not  think  it  was 
any  argument  at  all  to  say  they  should 
have  no  i>enitentiary  in  so  large  a  dis- 
trict as  that  comprised  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  hoped  the  House 
would  not  support  the  amendment  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost  on  a 
division. 

Hon,  Mr,  Power, 


Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE  re- 
ported the  Bill  from  the  Committee 
without  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved,  in  amend- 
ment that  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  the 
third  time,  but  that  it  be  amended  by 
adding,  as  a  foui-th  clause,  the  amend- 
ment he  had  moved  in  committee. 

The  yeas  and  nays  having  been  de- 
manded, a  vote  was  taken  on  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  lost  on  the  following 
division. 

Contents : 

Hon.  Messrs. 


Haythorno, 
Hope, 
Pclletier, 
Penny, 


Power, 
Pozer, 
Reesor. — 7. 


NON-CoNTENTS  ; 

Hon.  Messrs : 


Dumouohel, 

Ferguson, 

Flint, 

Girard, 

Hamilton  {Kingfton\ 


Aikins, 

Archibald, 

Armand, 

Baillaigeon, 

Benson, 

Botsford  {SpeakfT)^        Macfarlane, 

Boucherville,  de,  Miller, 

Boyd,  Montgomery, 

Bull,  Nelson, 

Campbell,  Sir  Alex.,      Odell, 

Carvel  1,  Simpson, 

Chapais,  Sutherland, 

Dever,  Trudel.— 26. 

Th«  Speaker  ordered  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAIJ  objected  to  the 
two  stages  being  taken  on  the  same  day. 

The  SPEAKER  ruled  that  the  Bill, 
having  been  reported  from  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  without  amendment, 
could  now  be  read  the  third  time. 

The   Bill  was  read   the  third  time  and 


DOMINION   LANDS    ACT    AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

IN    COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  that  the 
House  go  into  Committee  of  the  Whole 
upon  Bill  (H)  "  To  amend  the  Dominion* 
Lands  Act  of  1879." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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On  the  fourth  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  called  attention  to 
what  he  considered  an  error,  which  occur- 
red several  times  in  this  and  the  follow- 
ing section.  The  mineral  lands  in  the 
North- West  were  described  as  **  mine- 
ral and  coal  lands."  Now,  he  had 
always  understood  that  coal  was  a 
mineral,  and  thought  the  proper  term 
was  "coal  and  other  minerals."  He 
moved  that  the  Bill  be  amended  accord- 
ingly. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  suggested  another 
amendment.    This  fourth  section  repealed 
four   sections    of  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act  which  dealt  with   the  mineral  lands 
of  the  Dominion.     Within   the   last  few 
years,  and   particularly  within   the  last 
few  months,  ooal   had  been  found  about 
the  Souris   River,  and  in  the  neighbor- 
hood  of    Edmonton,   and   gold    in    the 
Saskatchewan  and  other  rivera,  and  val- 
uable  minerals   had   been  discovered  in 
the  country  lying  east  of  Manitoba  and 
west  of  the  western  boundary  of  Ontario, 
and   many  people  were  engaged  in  pros- 
pecting   and    mining    in    that   district. 
Every  month  those  lands  would   become 
more   valuable,    and    probably   a   great 
many  would  invest  in  them.  The  sections 
repealed    by  this     fourth   section    pro- 
vided  a  certain  manner  of  dealing  with 
these  mineral  lands,  whilst  this  newsection 
proposed  to  leave  the  whole  thing  abso- 
lutely in  the  hands  of  the  Governor  in 
Council.     Now,  while  he  had  the  utmosc 
confidence  in  the  Governors  in  Council, 
he   thought   it   better  that    even    they 
should  not  be  tempted  beyond  what  they 
could  bear,  as  they  might  be,  if  possessed 
of  such  large  powers  ;  and  if  they  could 
not  be,  their  successors  might  not  prove 
to  be  as  virtuous.     He  thought  that  the 
section  should  be  more  definite,  and  he, 
therefore,   moved  to  add  the   following 
words  at  the  end  of  the  fourth  section  : — 
«  By  regulations  to  be  made  m  that  behalf, 
which  regulations  shall  not  go  into  operation 
until  after  they  have  been  published  in  the 
Canada  Gazette  for  not  less  than  thirty  days.' 
That    would     prevent     anyone      being 
taken   by   surprise,   and   prevent    those 
who  hap|>ened  to  be  near  the  Executive 
Council  from  getting  an  unfair  advan- 
tage.    He  would  also  add  words  to  pro- 
vide that  such  regulations  should  bo  laid 
before  both  Houses  of  Parliament  at  the 
Ho7^  Mr,  Atkins. 


next  session  after  the  making  of  such- 
regulations.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  could  possibly  object 
to  that  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKTNS  said  he  had  very 
great  objections  to  it.  Under  the  exists 
ing  law  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  had 
the  power  to  lease,  sell  and  dispose  of 
public  lands  in  a  variety  of  ways.  In 
consequence  of  the  discoveries  of  min- 
erals in  the  North-West,  and  particular- 
ly of  coal,  it  had  been  found  necessary  to 
devise  some  means  whereby  the  general 
public  should  get  the  benefit  of  those 
lands,  instead  of  letting  them  fall  into 
the  hands  of  individuals.  For  instance, 
with  regard  to  the  Souris  River,  a  few 
persons,  by  locating  themselves  there 
and  spreading  themselves  over  that 
country,  endeavored  to  secure  a  com- 
plete monopoly  of  the  coal  lands,,  and 
they  would  have  succeeded  if  the  country 
had  been  surveyed.  Now,  that  was  not 
desirable,  and  hence  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  after  due  consideration,  pro- 
posed this  means  of  protecting  the  pub- 
lic interest.  He  (Mr.  A i kins)  did  not 
think  it  would  be  advisable  to  publish 
the  regulations  in  the  Canada  Gazette, 
and  to  submit  them  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament :  it  would  involve  toa 
much  delay. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  said  that  it  was 
quite  a  common  provision  to  lay 
r^ulations  of  this  kind  before  Parlia- 
ment at  its  following  session.  That  did 
not  prevent  them  going  into  force  at  the 
time  they  were  issued. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  did  not 
a[)prove  of  the  section  as  it  stood.  Thesfr 
mineral  lands  ought  not  to  be  disposed 
of  without  very  great  caution.  To  en- 
able the  Governor  in  Council  to  sell  or 
lease  lands  of  that  description  without 
precaution  against  jobbing  would,  in  his 
opinion,  be  very  unwise.  The  amend- 
ment offered  by  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Halifax  would  be  an  improvement,  but 
still  it  was  inadequate  for  the  purpose 
for  which  it  was  intended.  In  his  (Mr. 
Haythome's)  opinion,  mineral  lands 
should  not  be  disposed  of  except  by  pub- 
lic auction,  and  after  the  fullest  notice 
had  been  given.  The  Government  should 
be  guided  in  such  cases  by  the  same 
principles  which  governed  private  indi- 
viduals  in   disposing  of  their  property^ 
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and  the  utmost  publicity  should  be  given 
in  order  to  bring  from  all  quarters  the 
greatest  number  of  bidders.  He  was 
very  much  dissatisfied  with  the  clause  as 
it  stood. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLA.NE  said  that 
it  was  not  likely  the  power  conferred  by 
this  clause  would  be  abused  by  the  Min- 
ister of  the  Interior,  who  was  closely 
watched.  If  he  should  be  guilty  of  any 
wrong-doing,  it  would  not  be  long  before 
inquiries  would  be  instituted  in  both 
branches  of  Parliament.  The  best  pro- 
tection that  the  public  had  was  the  res- 
ponsibility of  the  Government.  They 
required,  in  the  management  of  these 
lands,  a  degree  of  power  that  need  not  be 
exercised  in  the  older  parts  of  the  country. 
In  the  Maritime  Provinces,  where  the 
mineral  lands  are  all  known,  it  is  a  dif- 
ferent matter.  This  Bill  provided  for 
dealing  with  remote  parts  of  the  country, 
where  people  were  endeavoring  to  secure 
a  monopoly  of  the  mineral  lands,  and 
they  could  only  be  properly  dealt  with 
by  a  minister  possessing  the  arbitrary 
power  which  this  clause  confen*ed. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  was  not  surprised 
that  the  hon.  Senator  from  Halifax  (Mr. 
Power),  who  had  no  confidence  in  the 
Government,  should  object  to  giving 
such  discretion  to  the  Governor  in 
Council,  notwithstanding  that,  the  re- 
sponsibility which  was  thrown  upon 
them  would  be  exercised  in  the  public 
interest. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  said  that,  as  the 
Secretary  of  State  objected  to  laying  the 
regulations  before  Parliament,  he  was 
willing  to  strike  out  that  portion  of  the 
amendment,  and  simply  require  the  pub- 
lication of  the  regulations  for  thirty  days 
in  the  Canada  Gazette. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  did  not  exactly 
understand  what  would  be  gained  by  the 
amendment.  He  could  readily  perceive 
that  a  representative  from  such  a  Pro- 
vince as  Nova  Scotia,  where  this  ques- 
tion of  dealing  with  mines  and  minerals 
was  one  that  had  attracted  a  good  deal 
of  attention,  and  where  there  was  very 
full  and  accurate  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject, would  look  upon  the  different  kind 
of  legislation  which  was  required  for  a 
new  country  as  unsatisfactory ;  but  the 
JEJouse  would  bear  in  mind  that  they 
Hon.  Mr.  Haythome. 


were  dealing  with  a  country  in  regard 
to  which  they  had  very  little  information, 
and  in  respect  to  which  they  expected 
from  day  to  day  to  be  acquiring  more 
knowledge.     The  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment  in   relation   to   these   mines    and 
minerals  in  the  North-  vv  est  must  neces- 
sarily  Le  changed,  from  day  to  day  and 
from  month  to  month,  as  they  received 
further  information  from   Iheir  officers. 
Therefore,  it  might  very  materially  ham- 
per the  Government  to  interfere  with  the 
development  of  these  resources,  if  it  were 
necessary,   before  taking  any  steps  to- 
wards opening  up  those  mines,  to  adopt 
regulations  and  have  them  published  in 
the  Canada  Gazette.     A  system  of  regu- 
lations  would    be  no  check   upon   the 
Grovevnment,  because  they  would  not  be 
submitted  to  Parliament  to  undergo  any 
revision.     A  policy  which  might  answer 
to-day  might  not  suit  under  a  different 
state  of  circumstances  a  month   hence, 
when,    perhaps,     more    accurate    infor- 
mation on  the  subject  might  have  come  to 
the       knowledge      of       the       Govern- 
ment.    He  could,  therefore,  regard  this 
Bill  as  a  measure  intended  to  fill  a  tem- 
porary want,  and  when  more  information 
on  these  subjects   was  obtained,    P*»rlia- 
ment  would  pass  more   accurate  legisla- 
tion, such  as  prevailed  in  the  older  pro- 
vinces of  the  Dominion.     This  Bill  had 
been   drafted  by    the    Minister   of  the 
Interior,   no  doubt,   after    very   mature 
reflection.  He  had  better  means  of  possess- 
ing full  information  on  the  subject  than 
any  member  of  the  Senate,  and,  without 
good  cause  being  shewn  for  it,  he  was 
averse     to    supporting    an    amendment 
which  might,  perhaps,  destroy  the  object 
the  Government  had  in  view,  otherwise 
he  could  see   no  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment.    Perhaps  he  (Mr.  Miller)  was  dis- 
posed to  oppose  the  amendment  because 
he  had   more  confidence  than  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Halifax  had  in  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  day   dealing  with  these 
questions      with      a     sense     of    their 
responsibility,  and  with  the  greatest  care 
and    foresight.     The    clause    gave    the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  power  for  which 
he  would   be  responsible  to  Parliament^ 
and   the   abuse  of  which  would   tend  to 
weaken   him  and  his  Government  more 
than  any  other  offence,  and,   therefoi-e, 
thei'e  was  a  guarantee  that  the  law  would 
be   wisely   administered.     Under    these 
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-circumstances,  he  hoped  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  nut  press  his  amend- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  suggested  that 
the  amendment  might  be  withdrawn  for 
the  present,  and  before  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill  he  would  consult  with  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  if  there  was  no  objection,  the 
amendment  could  afterwards  be  made. 

The  amendment  was  accordingly  with- 
drawn, and  the  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  WAEK,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  with  amend- 
ments, which  were  concuiTed  in. 

BETTER  PREVENTION  OF  CRIME  BILL. 
THIRD    READING. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  upon  Bill  (I)  *'  Further  to  con- 
tinue, for  a  limited  time,  the  Better 
Prevention  of  Crime  Act  of  1878." 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLliTIER,  from  the 
committee,  reported  the  Bill  without 
amendment,  and  it  was  then  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

TIMBER    TOLLS    BILL. 
THIRD    READING. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  on 
Bill  ("48)  "  To  amend  the  Act  respecting 
Joint  Stock  Companies  to  construct 
works  to  facilitate  th^  transmission  of 
timber  down  rivers  and  streams." 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE,  from  the 
committee,  reported  the  Bill  without 
amendment,  and  it  was  then  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

INSOLVENCY  LAWS  REPEAL  BILL. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  an- 
nounced that  His  Excellency  the  Gov- 
ernor-General would  come  down  to  the 
Senate  at  three*  o'clock  to-morrow,  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  his  assent  to  the 
Bill  repealing  the  Insolvency  Act. 

The  House  adjourned  at  6  p.m. 


Hon.  Mr.  Miller, 


THE  SENATE. 

Thursdayy  April  Ist,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

INSOLVENCY  LAW  REPEAL  BILL. 
THE   ROYAL  ASSENT. 

His  Excellency  the  Right  Honorable 
Sir  John  Douglas  Sutherland  Campbell 
(commonly  called  the  Marquis  of  Lome), 
Knight  of  the  Most  Ancient  and  Most 
Noble  Order  of  the  Thistle,  Knight 
Gi-and  Cross  of  the  Most  Distinguished 
Order  of  St.  Michael  and  St.  George, 
Governor-General  of  Canada,  and  Vice- 
Admiral  of  the  same,  <S:c.,  <S^.,  kc.,  being 
seated  in  the  Chair  on  the  Throne, 

The  Honorable  the  Speaker  com- 
manded the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the 
Black  Rod  to  proceed  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  acquaint  that  House — "  It 
is  his  Excellency's  pleasure  they  attend 
him  immediately  in  this  House." 

Who,  being  come  with  their  Speaker, 

The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
read  the  title  ol  a  Bill  to  be  passed,  as 
follows :  **  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Acts 
respecting  Insolvency  now  in  force  in 
Canada." 

To  this  Bill  the  Royal  Assent  was 
pronounced  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  in 
the  words  following : — 

"  In  Her  Majesty's  name,  His  Excel- 
lency the  Governor-General  doth  assent 
to  this  Bin." 

His  Excellency  the  Governor-General 
was  pleased  to  retire,  and  the  House  of 
Commons  withdrew. 

CANADA  GUARANTEE  COMPANY. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER,  in  the  absence 
of  Hon.  Mr.  Scott,  moved  : — 

«  That  an  hnmble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Governor-General,  praying 
that  His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  be- 
fore this  House,  a  copy  of  the  latest  list  of  the 
shareholders  of  the  Canada  Guarantee  Com- 
pany, and  copy  of  the  latest  annual  balance 
sheet,  including  the  amount  of  the  share- 
holders' guarantee  and  reserve  fands,  respec- 
tively, and  of  the  actual  state  of  the  said 
several  funds  verified  in  accordance  with  the 
37th  Section  of  the  Act  of  the  Parliament  of 
Canada,  14th  and  15th  Victoria,  Cap.  36,  in- 
corporating the  said  Company." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  know  whether  we  have  the  infer  ma- 
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tion  that  is  asked  for,  but  if  we  have  we 
will  brin^  it  down. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MILLS  ON  THE  CANALS. 
INQUIRY. 
Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  inquired:  — 

"  Firstly — If  mill  owners  on  the  Welland  and 
St.  Lawrence  Canals  are  restricted  to  the 
surplus  or  waste  water  for  the  use  of 
their  millSf  or  if  such  mill  owners  are 
allowed  to  draw  down  the  levels  to  suit 
their  convenience,  or  if  any  regulations 
exist  and  are  enforced  respecting  the 
use  of  waste  water  on  the  Canals  ? 

'  Sbcondlt — If  any  application  has  been  made 
to  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  by 
certain  mill  owners  on  the  Williamsburg 
Canals,  for  permission  to  allow  one  of  the 
Canals  to  be  used  as  a  mill-race,  on  the 
grounds  that  an  increase  in  the  velocity 
of  the  current  improves  the  navigation  of 
the  Canal ;  and  if  su^h  application  has 
not  already  met  with  a  refusal,  how  will 
the  Qovemment  propose  to  deal  with  said 
application  ?" 

He  said  :  Since  I  placed  this  inquiry  on 
the  notice  paper,  I  have  been  waited  upon 
by  some  steamboat  owners  and  captains, 
during  the  Easter  recess,  and  furnished 
with  information  respecting  these  canals. 
The  first  that  I  shall  alludls  to  is  the 
Matilda  Canal,  on  which  there  are  two 
mills,  a  saw  and  a  grist  mill.  The  canal 
is  very  crooked,  there  are  a  good 
many  ahsLvp  bends,  and  considerable 
difficulty  is  experienced  in  navigating  it. 
Any  increase  in  the  current  of  that 
canal,  I  am  informed^  by  those  who  have 
had  great  exi>erieace  of  it,  would  render 
the  navigation  exceedingly  difficult,  if 
not  impossible.  Then,  with  regard  to 
the  Morrisburg  Canal,  there  is  a  mill  at 
the  lower  lock,  and  an  experienced 
steamboat  captain  informed  fae  that  he 
has  lain  for  twelve  hours  at  a  time  at  the 
entrance  of  that  lock  to  get  away  from 
it.  The  current  towards  the  mill  was  so 
strong  that  it  prevented  bim  from  mov- 
ing his  boat ;  the  vessel  was  drawn 
against  the  canal  bank,  and  the  captain 
was  afraid  to  use  his  wheel  in  case  of 
breaking  it,  and  he  could  not  get  away 
until  the  mill  shut  down.  A  great  deal 
of  trouble  has  been  caused  there  by  the 
current  which  the  mill  produced.  There 
is  no  complaint  as  to  Farran's  Point 
Canal.  With  i-espect  to  the  Cornwall 
Canal,  I  wish  to  read  an  extract  from  a 
report  made  by  the  Board  of  Ti-ade  of 
Hon,  Sir  Alex,  Campbell. 


Hamilton  to  th<^  Canal  Commissioners  in 
1871.     It  is  as  follows  :— 

<<  The  Cornwall  Canal  is  being  turned  into 
a  mill.race  from  the  machinery  erected  there- 
on, and  the  difficulty  in  navigating  the  canal 
is  greatly  increased.  The  &ct  of  the  waste 
weirs  being  so  close  to  the  entrance  of  the 
locks  renders  it  dangerous  for  vessels  passing 
out  or  into  the  locks,  although  it  is  quite  pos- 
sible to  improve  them  so  as  to  obviate  this 
objection.  It  is  generally  supposed  that  the 
current  created  by  supplying  mills  prevents 
the  canals  from  freezing  over,  but  this  is  a 
mistake,  as  may  be  seen  irom  the  Lachine 
Canals,  which  is  noted  for  its  strong  current 
and  rapid  freezing." 

A  factory  is  being  erected  outside  tlie 
Cornwall  Canal,  where  all  these  factories^ 
ought  to  be.  It  is  on  the  bank  of  the  river^ 
and  does  not  interfere  at  all  with  the 
canal.  At  the  Beauharnois  Canal  there 
is  a  very  large  paper  mill,  a  large  wool- 
len factory  and  a  large  cotton  factory. 
They  are  all  propelled  by  water  from 
the  river,  and  do  not  interfere  with  the 
navigation  of  the  canal.  There  is  a 
small  mill  at  the  mouth  of  the  canal,  but 
it  is  under  the  eye  of  the  lock-master, 
who  at  once  shut^  down  upon  it  if 
the  levels  are  interfered  with.  In  1871 
there  was  great  complaint  with  regard  to- 
the  Lachine  Canal.  I  remember  having 
been  on  a  steamboat  upon  that  canal, 
and  the  current  was  so  strong  that  I 
thought  the  canal  bank  must  have  burst 
somewhere,  and  that  an  accident  was  in- 
evitable. A  propeller  loaded  with  grain 
was  actually  wrecked  there  by  the  force 
of  the  current.  The  cargo  was  complete- 
ly lost.  I  understand  that,  since  the 
recent  improvements  on  the  Lachine 
Canal,  the  current  or  obstruction  from 
the  action  of  mills  is  not  what  it  used  to 
be,  and  there  is  very  little  complaint  to 
be  made  now.  All  I  ask  is  that  the 
Government  will  see  that  no  new  hy- 
draulic privileges  are  granted  upon  the 
Lachine  Canal.  It  may  be  said  that 
this  would  interfere  with  the  progress  of 
manufacturing  industries,  but  some  of 
the  largest  factories  in  the  Dominion 
are  established  in  Montreal,  and  run  en- 
tirely by  steam.  There  is  the  large 
Hochelaga  cotton  factory,  and  the  large 
rubber  factory,  which  are  not  dependent 
uj)Oli  hydraulic  piivileges  on  the  canal. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  notice  which  was  given  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  point  to  the  exact 
line   that   he  has   taken   now,  or  else  I 
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should  have  been  prej)ared  either  to  have 
given  the  assurance  that  he  has  asked 
for,  or  to  explain  why  I  could  not.  I 
hope  that  the  House  will  allow  me  to 
return  to  the  subject  on  some  future 
occasion  when  I  am  armed  with  the 
authority  of  the  Minister  of  Railways 
and  Canals.  My  impression  is  now,  and 
it  would  be  the  impi-ession  of  anybody 
who  has  heard  the  hon.  gentleman,  that 
such  an  assurance  as  he  has 
asked  for  might  at  once  be  giv- 
en by  the  Goverament,  but 
with  reference  to  that  assurance,  I  shall 
speak  again.  In  reply  to  the  (juestions 
put  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  submit  the 
following  statement : 

-*'FiBSTLy — ^The  regulations  for  the  manage- 
ment and  protection  of  tlie  canals  and 
liarbors  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  as 
authorized  by  an  Order  of  the  Governor 
in  CounJil  of  3l8t,  May,  1873,  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  Act  31  Vic,  c.  12  rl867)  con- 
taining the  following  direction:  'Sec- 
tion 18 — All  owners  of  mills,  or  those  in 
charge  of  them,  shall  stop  or  shut  down 
their  gates  when  directed  by  the  super- 
intendent or  person  in  charge  of  that 
part  of  the  canal  on  which  they  are  situ- 
ated, and  not  at  any  time  to  draw  down 
the  level  below  high-water  mark,  under  a 
penalty  of  twenty  dollars. 
The  leases  of  mill  privileges  on  the 
Welland  Canal  contain  the  following 
clause  :  *  Together  with  the  use  and  en- 
joyment of  so  much  of  the  surplus  woUtj 
passing,  and  to  pass  through  the  said 
canal,  as  shall  be  sufficient  to  drive  and 
propel  •  •  •  nm  of  ordinary  mill 
stones  •  •  •'  The  leases  provide, 
Jilso,  for  '  the  temporary  stoppage  of  the 
supply  of  surplus  water  by  reason  of  the 
same  being  required  for  the  navigation  of 
the  canal,  or  repairs,  improvement,  alter- 
ations, eiilargement  or  additions  •  •  ♦ ' 
It  is  also  provided  in  these  leases  that 
the  regulating  weir  and  gates,  the  flumes, 
races  and  works  •  •  •  shall  be  con- 
structed by  the  lessees  in  the  manner  to 
be  indicated  by  the  commissioners  or 
their  successors  in  office,  or  their  officers, 
'  with  whom  shall  rest  the  sole  manage- 
ment and  regiilation  of  the  water  and  the 
sluices  for  the  supply  thereof,  which  shall 
not  be  controlled  or  interfered  with  in 
any  manner  by  the  lessees,  except  by  per- 
mission of  the  public  officer  of  the  de- 
partment in  charge  of  the  canal . ' 
The  same  covenants  as  for  the  Welland 
Canal  water  privileges  are  inserted  in  the 
leases  of  surplus  water  on  the  Williams- 
burg Canals. 
Secondly — No  trace  of  this  application  can  be 
found  in  this  department." 

The  House  will  see,  in  answer  to  my  hon. 
4'riend's  question,  which  is  a  very  impor- 
Jloa,  Sir  Alex.  OampbelL 


tAnt  point,  that  the  proper  restrictions 
are  contained  in  the  leases  to  mill-owners, 
that  the  direction  and  power  is  altogether 
in  the  hands  of  the  Department,  and  that 
the  only  question  would  be  on  that 
branch  of  the  subject,  whether  those  regu- 
lations are  enforced.  I  shall  inquire 
8pc»cially  about  that  and  also  the  other 
subject,  whether  an  assurance  can  bo 
given  the  hon.  gentleman  that  care  will 
be  taken  not  to  increase  mill  piivileges 
on  the  Lachine  Canal  to  the  injury  of 
navigation  there. 

THE    SENATE    DEBATES. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLEE.  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  Debates  of  the  Senate  were  being 
reported  and  published.  Having  been  a 
member  of  the  Debates  Committee  for 
some  years,  he  knew  that  the  question  was 
surrounded  with  many  difficulties,  and 
that,  notwithstanding  the  efforts  made 
from  time  to  time  tp  secure  the  efficient 
performance  of  the  service,  it  was  not  yet 
in  what  might  be  considered  a  satisfactory 
state.  His  attention  had  been  called, 
within  the  last  twenty-four  hours,  by 
moi-e  than  one  member  of  the  Senate,  to 
the  manner  in  which  unimportant  debates 
were  8j)read  out  in  the  official  reports. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  necessary  or  de- 
sirable that  the  discussions  which  to«k 
place  in  Committees  of  the  Whole 
House,  which  were  of  a  conversational 
character,  should  be  spread  out  as  fully 
as  important  debates  in  which  the  House 
and  the  country  generally  felt  an  interest. 
The  report  of  Tuesday's  proceedings,  for 
instance,  occupied  seven  columns  in  the 
newspaper  of  this  (Thursday)  morning. 
The  system  of  reporting  would  require  to 
be  improved  and  amended.  The  full 
reports  which  had  been  given  for  some 
years  past  on  trivial  matters  should 
not  be  published  at  all,  and  a  condensed 
system  of  reports  would  be  much  more 
satisfactory  to  the  Senate,  and  mucli 
more  likely  to  be  read  by  the  country, 
and  could  be  furnished  at  much  less 
expense.  The  Senate  now  paid  some- 
thing like  $5,000  for  the  reporting  and 
pabHcation  of  its  debates,  a  very  large 
sum  for  which  they  did  not  get  an 
adequate  return.  For  a  book  of  five 
hundred  pages,  the  Senate  paid  $4,500, 
and  for  every  page  over  that  paid  thre« 
dollars  and   twenty-live  cents,  and  the 
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•onaequenc«  was  that  the  reporta  had 
swollen  to  large  proportions,  with  a  cor- 
responding increase  in  expenditui'e.  He 
thought  there  was  a  feeling  in  the 
House  that  the  expense  was  too  much, 
and  must  be  curtailed,  and  that  a  differ- 
ent system  from  the  one  that  now  pre- 
vailed should  be  adopted. 

Hon.  Sir  ALKX.  CAMPBELL  had 
thought  for  some  time  that  some  such 
change  as  had  been  suggested  should  be 
made.  The  Committee  on  Reporting 
should  have  some  instructions  from  the 
Senate  with  reference  to  the  condensa- 
tion of  reports,  and  their  being  pi*epai*ed 
ill  such  a  shape  as  would  probably  secure 
their  publication  in  the  large  centres  of 
population  and  intelligence  throughout 
the  Dominion.  He  had  himseli  long 
been  of  the  ojnnion  that  the  sum  expend- 
ed for  the  reporting  of  the  debates  of  the 
Senate  and  the  publication  of  them  in  an 
Ottawa  paper  at  great  length  was,  to 
some  extent,  a  waste  of  money.  If  the 
Senate  could  have  some  such  report  as 
was  made  a  few  years  ago  by  a  gentle- 
man who  was  now  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, a  condensed  report,  which  would 
be  published  in  the  cities  of  Toronto, 
Montreal,  Halifax  and  St.  John,  as  well 
as  in  Ottawa,  it  would  direct  public  at- 
tention to  the  Senate,  and  accomplish 
the  object  they  had  in  view.  He  also 
approved  of  the  suggestion  that  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
should  not  be  so  fully  reported  as  they 
were.  Thia  publication  of  full  reports  of 
discussions  which  were  of  a  conversa- 
tional character  did  not  tend  to  elevate 
the  House  in  the  opinion  of  the  country, 
but  had  rather  another  tendency.  What 
he  desired  to  see  was  short  reports,  made 
by  some  person  of  intelligence,  accustom- 
ed to  the  country,  familiar  with  the  his- 
tory of  its  political  topics,  and  able, 
therefoie,  to  condense  clearly  and  logi 
cally  the  debates  of  the  House.  Such  a 
report  would,  he  believed,  be  published 
by  the  press,  not  only  in  Ottawa,  but  in 
all  the  large  cities  of  the  country.  He 
should  very  much  like  to  see  a  change  in 
the  present  system  in  the  direction  of 
shortening  the  repoi  ts,  and  of  economy. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  said  that 

he  had  left  the  Chamber  only  for  a  few 

minutes,  and  on  his  return   was  utterly 

suprised  to  find  the  leader  of  the  Crov- 

Ban,  Mr,  Miller, 


emment  springing  this  subject  upon  the 
House,  and  recommending  a  change  in 
the  system  of  reporting  the  debates.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  any  suggestions 
to  make,  he  might  have  appeared  be- 
fore the  Debates  Committee  and 
have  brought  his  suggestions  up 
fairly.  This  whole  discussion  was, 
contrary  to  the  practice  of  Parlia- 
ment, sprung  upon  the  House,  without 
notice.  In  the  absence  of  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee,  remarks  had  been 
made  calculated  to  mislead  the  House. 
If  the  Senate  allowed  a  departure  from 
all  Parliamentary  rules  in  this  manner, 
he  hoped  they  would  permit  him  (Mr. 
Alexander)  to  reply  to  that  portion  of 
the  hon.  gentleman's  speech  which  he 
had  heard.  The  hon.  gentleman  had 
observed  that  a  great  part  of  the  debates 
of  the  Senate  were  not  worthy  of  insertion 
in  the  daily  press.  He  would  leave  some 
other  member  to  reply  to  that  compli- 
ment. '^I'he  members  of  the  Senate 
always  devoted  their  best  ability  and 
judgment  to  public  business,  and  he  was- 
sure  that  none  of  them  ever  intentionally 
trifled  with  the  patience  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  mistaken  in 
supposing  that  he  (Sir  Alexander)  had 
i-aised  this  debate  at  all.  He  had  not 
done  so ;  nor  t»ad  he  said  that  the  debates 
of  the  House  were  worthless.  His 
remark  was  that  the  discussions  in  com- 
mittees of  the  whole  House,  which  were 
of  a  conversational  character,  were  not 
worthy  of  publication. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  said  this 
subject  simply  involved  the  whole 
status  and  utility  of  the  Senate  in  the 
country.  The  most  powerful  paper  in 
the  Dominion  had  sent  a  special  reporter 
to  this  Chamber  to  give  its  proceedings  ; 
but  with  every  respect  for  that  journal 
and  for  its  representative,  he  would  ask 
what  space  had  that  newspaper  given  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  1  Could 
any  one  learn  from  those  reports  what 
was  going  on  in  this  House  1  Those 
gentlemen  who  did  not  want  the  utter- 
ances of  the  members  of  this  House  to  go 
to  the  country  were  always  prepared  to 
use  the  argument  that  $5,000  was  too 
much  to  pay  for  the  reporting  and  pub- 
lication of  the  debates.  If  it  were  left 
to    the    press  of    the  country,  nothing 
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satisfactory     would    reach    the    people, 
and  what  was  given  "would  be  made  to 
suit  the  political  views  of  the  newspapers 
in  which  it  appeared.     There  would  be  no 
impartial  report  of  the  proceedings.     The 
debates  this  session  had  been  well  re- 
ported.    It  was  a  mistake  to  give  all  the 
conversational     discussions     while     the 
House  was  in  committee   on  bills,  and 
this  ought  to  be  rectified.     But  no  $5,000 
of  the  people's  money  was  better  spent 
than  in  securing  the  publication  of  their 
debates  in  the  morning  paper  of  this  city. 
This  was  a  time  when  the  utility  of  the 
Senate  was  questioned.     Throughout  the 
country     there     were    certain  journals 
which    maintained    that    it   should   be 
changed  from  a  nominative  to  an  elective 
body.     If  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Militia  were  carried  out  it 
would  destroy  the  only  medium  by  which 
the    usefulness    of    the    Senate     could 
be  known — the  only  way  by  which  they 
could   shew  to   the  enlightened   people 
of  the  Dominion,  that  they  were  indis- 
pensable  to   the   weal   of  the   common- 
wealth.    By     the    publication    of     the 
reports    in    the   morning    Citizen,   they 
were  read    not   only  by  the  public  gene- 
rally, but   by  the  members  of  the  Com- 
mons and  the  judges  of  the  land,  while  all 
the  leading  county  and  city  papers  were 
supplied  with    them.     The  very  fact  of 
the    leading    papers    of    Montreal    and 
Toronto  not  reproducing  those  reports  as 
often  as  they  should  do,  shewed  that  it 
would  be  unwise  to  adopt  the  suggestion 
of  the   leader  of  the  Government.     The 
status   and  honov   of    the  Senate  were 
involved    in    this    question.      Inquiries 
were  being  made  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  to  how  the  affairs  of  the  Upper 
Chamber  were  managed,   and  a  portion 
of  the  press  of  the  country  was  decry- 
ing a  second  chamber.     The  hon.  Minis- 
ter of  Militia  might  just  as  well  seal  the 
abolition  of  the  Senate,  as  have  the  fair, 
full   and    impartial   publication   of  the 
debates   stopped.     He   asked    the    hon. 
Senator   from    Montreal    (Mr.    Penny), 
what  space    he  could  afiford    in  the  im- 
portant newspaper  which  he  controlled  ? 
It  was   well    known    that   the   largest 
daily     papers     could     not,     at      their 
own     expense,      give     proper      reports 
of    the      debates     of      both      Houses. 
The  utility  of  the  Senate  could  onlj  be 
shewn  to  the  country  by  a  free  and  full 
Hon,  Mr,  Alexander, 


publication  of  all  important  proceedings, 
without  any  power  to  suppress  what  was 
shewing  up  wrong.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  was  sui'prised  that  a  gen- 
tleman who  was  a  barrister  of  the 
country,  and  who  had  been  in  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  country  some  twenty 
years,  should  talk  of  saving  $5,000  by 
abolishing  the  only  medium  by  which 
the  ])roceedings  of  the  Senate  could  be 
made  known  to  the  public.  A  more 
intelligent,  upright  and  experienced  body 
of  men  than  those  now  comprising  this 
Chamber  could  not  be  found  in  the  Do- 
minion, and  would  not  probably  be 
again  chosen  by  the  people  if  it  were 
made  elective.  The  effect  of  disturbing 
the  present  contract,  to  insert  daily  in  a 
morning  paper  the  debates,  would  be  to 
destroy  the  utility  of  the  Chamber.  We 
all  know  that  if  it  were  left  to  the  press, 
party  organs  might  mutilate,  change  or 
suppress  altogether  the  speeches  made  in 
the  Senate,  or  put  them  in  such  a  shapo 
that  no  citizen  of  the  Dominion  could 
judge  of  their  usefulness  and  power  in 
the  State. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  was  very 
much  of  the  same  opinion  as  his  hon. 
friend  from  Richmond  (Mr.  Miller)  as  to 
the  advisability  of  condensing  the  reports 
of  the  debat^  in  committee.  He  was 
sure  the  reporters  themselves  would  not 
regret  to  be  relieved  of  it.  On  the  other 
hand,  ho  believed  that  debates  on  im- 
portant  questions  should  be  reported  as 
fully  as  possible.  The  reports  of  the  de- 
bates of  this  House  had  never  been  done 
so  satisfactorily  as  at  present,  and 
although  they  might  not  be  perfec*-,  or 
satisfy  every  hon.  gentleman,  yet- it  could 
not  be  questioned  that  they  were 
more  perfect  now  than  they  had  ever 
been  before.  He  considered  that  the 
responsibility  of  condensing  the  speeches 
was  a  serious  one.  When  the  reporter  was 
given  the  discretionary  power  to  con- 
dense the  reports,  the  speakers  were  re- 
lieved from  the  responsibility  of  their 
utterances.  It  was  impossible  to  find 
reporters  who  would  give  condensed  re- 
ports of  the  debates  in  this  House  that 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  members 
and  the  country.  Under  the  present 
arrangement  the  debates  appeared  in  a 
moniing  paper ;  that  paper  was  sent  to 
all  its  exchanges  in  the  countiy,  each 
one  of  which  could  select  from   the  re- 
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ports  whatever  was  of  intei'est  to  its 
readers.  He  considered  that  the  full 
reports  of  the  debates  of  this  calm,  de- 
liberative assembly  had  a  very  important 
♦•ffect  upon  the  formation  of  public  opin- 
ion on  leading  questions  of  the  day — 
even  more  so  than  the  reports  of  the 
debates  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  members  of  the  Senate  were  not 
supposed  to  be  influenced  by  outside 
pressure  or  party  bias,  and  consequently 
their  remarks  iiad  more  effect  in  deter- 
mining the  public  sentiment  of  the  coun- 
try upon  grave  and  important  questions 
than  those  made  in  the  other  House.  He 
would  be  very  sorry  if  the  Senate  departed 
from  their  present  arrangement,  as  it  was 
9,  most  satisfactory  one.  They  had  tried 
condensed  reports,  and  had  found  that 
they  were  satisfactory  neither  to  the 
House  nor  to  the  country.  The  Commons 
found  ib  necessary  to  have  an  official 
report,  which  was  sent  to  the  country. 
If  an  official  report  was  desirable  in  that 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  in  this  House,  which 
had  nob  the  advantage  of  being  so  fully 
reporbed  by  the  press  of  the  country. 
The  warmth  exhibited  by  the  hon.  member 
from  Woodstock  must  be  attributed  to 
Ids  misconception  of  the  origination  of 
this  de'oate,  and  his  high  sense  of  the 
privileges  and  importance  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  which  he  was  chairman. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY  said  that  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Eichmond  and  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Government,  taken  from  an  artistic 
point  of  view,  were  perfectly  correct.  It 
was  quite  likely  that  a  condensed  report 
might  be  a  much  better  one  than  a  report 
at  full  length ;  but  who  waa  to  be  the 
judge  1  Were  they  to  put  it  into  the 
hands  of  the  reporters  to  say  whether  one 
member's  remarks  were  worthy  of  being 
more  fully  reported  than  another's  1  He 
thought  that  would  be  a  most  invidious 
and  extraordinaiy  proceeding.  Then,  if 
not,  who  was  to  be  the  court  of  appeal  1 
If  a  gentleman  complained  that  his 
speech,  which  he  might  consider  a  very 
important  one,  had  been  cut  down  and 
spoiled,  or  put  into  such  a  form  as,  in 
his  opinion,  had  done  no  credit 
either  to  his  intellect  or  his  argu- 
ment, to  -whom  was  he  to  ap- 
peal ?  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
House  must  see  that,  if  there  was  to  be 
Hon,  Mr,  Katdbach, 


an  official  report,  it  would  have  to  be  a 
full  re[X)rt.  As  to  the  report  in  this 
morning's  paper,  speaking  as  a  newspaper 
man,  he  would  say  it  was  too  long,  and 
the  hon.  gentlemen  who  addressed  the 
House  on  that  occasion  might  probably 
themselves  prefer  to  have  had  it  cut  down. 
He  did  not,  however,  know  that  such 
was  the  case,  and  he  did  not  see  how  any- 
body else  was  to  know  it  was  so.  If 
they  did  not  desire  condensation,  who 
was  to  force  it  on  them  1  This  was  where 
the  difficulty  of  official  rejiorting  came  in ; 
and  he  did  not  think  any  committee 
would  undertake  the  invidious  task  of 
saying  how  much  or  how  little  of  a  mem- 
ber's speech  should  l)e  published.  He 
thoughb,  however,  that  the  reporters 
might  cut  down  reports  of  debates  in 
committee.  If  that  were  generally 
understood,  then  hon.  gentlemen  might 
take  other  opportunities  than  when  they 
were  in  committee  to  address  the  House 
when  they  bad  anything  important  to  say 
that  they  considered  should  he  fully 
reported. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  said  he  saw  by  the 
Public  Accounts  that  the  Senate  cost  the 
country  over  $140,000  a  year.  Part  of 
that  expenditure,  $5,000,  was  for  this 
official  report,  the  publication  of  which 
was  the  only  way,  in  his  opinion,  that 
their  proceedings  ooiild  go  to  the  country. 
While  the  taxpayers  of  the  Dominion 
were  satisfied  that  $135,000  should  be 
annually  expended  to  madntain  the 
Senate,  without  knowing  what  took 
place  in  it,  they  would  b©  better  satis- 
fied to  pay  this  additional  $5,000  to 
know  what  it  was  doing.  He  thought  it 
would  be  false  economy  to  debar  the 
people  of  the  country  from  getting  a  full 
report  of  the  proceedings  of  this  House. 

The  subject  then  dropped. 

THE  INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY. 
THE   BLOCK   SYSTEM. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  proceed- 
ed with,  I  desire  to  refer  to  a  matter 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst 
brought  to  the  notice  of  this  House 
some  time  ago,  with  reference  to  run- 
ning the  Intercolonial  Railway  on  what 
is  known  as  the  block  system.  T  pro- 
mised, when  my  hon.  friend  spoke  about 
it,  that  I  would  take  occasion  to  bring 
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.his  suggestion  under  the  noti  e  of  the 
Minister  of  Railways,  and  would  refer 
«gain  to  the  subject  in  this  i^ouse.  I 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  Minister,  and 
that  letter  was  sent  by  the  Department 
to  Moncton,  and  it  elicited  from  the 
-officer  there,  Mr.  Pottinger,  the  follow- 
ing reply,  wiiich  explains  the  position 
the  otficials  take  on  that  subject,  and 
what  they  think  can  be  and  cannot  be 
done. 

*' Railway  Dipabtmekt, 

»'  MoNCTOH,  1 7th  March,  1 880. 

*<  C.  SoHRiiBEB,  Esq., 

»*  Chief  Engineer, 

"  Government  Bailwajs. 

^'Dbar  Sir, 

"  Herewith  I  return  you  letter  No.  4,668 
from  Sir  Alexander  Campbell  in  reference  to 
the  accident  which  occurred  near  Tartague,  and 
in  reference  to  running  trains  on  the  block 
system. 

"  The  regulations  for  running  trains  upon 
the  Intercolonial  were  not  prepared  by  Mr. 
Brydges,  nor  under  his  management,  as  8ir 
Alexander  seems  to  suppose,  and  my  telegram, 
to  which  he  refers,  did  not  make  that  state- 
ment. 

«  What  I  said  was  that  they  were  the  same 
rules  that  were  in  force  under  the  late  manage- 
ment, and  I  might  have  stated  that  they  were 
in  force  under  Mr.  Carvell,  previous  to  the 
time  that  Mr.  Brydges  took  charge,  the  rules 
having  been  the  same  for  many  years,  with 
the  exception  oi  slight  modifications  from 
time  to  time. 

"  These  rules  are  quite  comprehensive  and 
adapted  to  meet  almost  any  case  that  is  likely 
to  arise  in  the  running  of  trains . 

"  A  great  deal  of  care  and  attention  has  been 
l^iven  by  the  different  persons  who  have  been 
placed  over  the  Government  railways  from 
time  to  time  to  the  preparing  and  perfecting 
of  them. 

«  The  system  by  which  trains  are  run  on 
the  Intercolonial  is  the  same  as  is  generally 
adopted  on  railways  in  America ;  and  the 
block  system,  to  which  Mr.  Dickey  appears  to 
have  referred,  is  more  adapted  to  railways  with 
a  double  track  than  to  single  track  lines. 

"  The  large  railways  in  Britain  are  worked 
upon  the  block  system,  which  is  well 
adapted  for  that  country,  where  the  traffic  is 
heavy  and  the  stations  are  at  frequent  inter- 
vals  ;  but  on  a  single  track  road  like  the 
Intercolonial,  where  the  stations  are,  in  many 
cases,  long  distances  apart,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  possible  to  work  the  block  system. 
Even  the  railways  in  Britain,  where  the  block 
nystem  is  in  force,  are  not  devoid  of  accidents 
from  trains  running  into  each  other ;  nor  will 
railways  be  under  any  system,  because, 
ustially  it  is  not  the  fiiult  of  the  system  that 
causes  an  accident,  but  the  fact  that  human 
instruments  must  be  used  to  carry  out  the 
.provisions  of  any  system  of  running  trains, 

Hon,  Sir  Alex,  CampbeU. 


and  this  fact  will  always  leave  the  liability  to 
accident,  no  matter  how  elaborate  and  com- 
plete, the  system  may  be. 

"  Your  obedient  servant, 

"D.  PoTTiaOBR." 

It  occurred  to  me  at  the  time  that  the 
diffi€ulty  in  the  way  of  using  the  block 
system  was  th«  long  distances  between 
stations  on  a  single  track — some  of  them 
forty  miles  apart.  This  is  the  explana- 
tion, and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
consider  it  satisfactory,  he  will,  no  doubt, 
think  it  important  as  elucidating  the  facts 
as  they  exist. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Thesuggestions 
which  I  made  in  a  previous  debate  were 
entirely  in  the  interest  of  the  public, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  giving  protection 
to  life  and  property.  I  confess  that  I 
need  not  be  very  much  surprised  that 
the  officials  who  were  employed  to  carry 
out  the  rules  of  the  Department  are  not 
prepared  to  recommend  that  those  rules 
should  be  changed.  It  is  not  in  the  na- 
ture of  things,  but  at  the  same  time  I 
adhere  to  the  opinion  I  gave  on  a  former 
occasion,  not  that  the  .block  system 
should  be  adopted  in  its  entirety,  but 
that  some  modification  of  it  should  be 
adopted  in  this  country,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent trains  from  running  into  each 
other  between  stations,  and  the  still 
more  objectionable  sort  of  accidents  we 
have  had  on  this  line,  of  two  trains  run- 
ning in  opposite  directions  trying  to 
solve  the  problem  of  passing  each 
other  on  one  track.  The  fact  of  the  In- 
tercolonial having  only  one  track,  so  far 
from  being  an  objection  to  the  adoption 
of  the  block  system,  it  seems  to  me, 
shews  more  forcibly  the  necessity  of 
greater  protection  for  public  life  and 
preperty. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
paper  I  have  read  simply  explains  the 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  adopting  the 
block  system. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— When  I  pro- 
posed the  adoption  of  something  like  the 
block  system  of  running  trains,  my  hon. 
friend  (Sir  Alex.  Campbell)  suggested  at 
the  time  that  the  distance  between 
stations  was  too  great  With  reference 
to  that  portion  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way that  runs  through  Nova  Scotia,  the 
distance  between  stations  there  does  not 
average  more  than  five  miles.  Of  course 
15 
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in  the  more  spai'sely  8f»ttled  portions  of 
New  Brunswick  and  Quebec  the  stations 
are  further  apart,  but  whether  they  be 
wider  apart  or  not,  it  appears  to  me 
the  same  rules  should  prevail.  I  do  not 
know  that  they  should  be  so  strict  that 
no  train  should  leave  a  station  until  the 
train  before  it  has  reached  the  next 
station,  but  some  modification  of  that 
system  should  be  adopted,  especially 
when  we  are  called  upon  day  by  day  to 
i-ead  reports  of  accidents  on  the  road, 
accompanied  by  loss  of  property,  though, 
happily,  without  loss  of  life  so  far.  I 
am  very  much  obliged  to  my  hon.  friend 
for  the  trouble  he  has  taken,  for  it  has 
called  public  attention  to  the  matter, 
and  I  do  hope  that  some  modification  of 
the  block  system  will  be  adopted. 
The  subject  then  droi)ped. 

DOMINION    LANDS    ACT    AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called  for  the  third  reading  of  Bill 
(H)  *'To  amend  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act,  1879," 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKFNS  said  that,  when 
the  measure  was  last  urider  dis- 
cussion, a  suggestion  was  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax 
that  the  regulations  should  be  published 
from  time  to  time  in  the  Canada  Gazette 
for  thirty  days.  Ug  (Mr.  Aikins)  had 
submitted  the  suggestion  tp  the  Depart- 
ment, and  they  thought,  with  certain 
modifications,  it  would  not  interfere  with 
the  opeiation  of  the  Bill.  He  would 
therefore  move  that  the  Bill  be  not  now 
read  the  third  time,  but  that  it  be 
amended  as  follows  : — 

"Page  2,  line  14. — After  *  Council'  insert 
<by  regulations  to  be  made  in  that  behalf, 
which  regulations  shall  not  go  into  operation 
untii  after  they  shall  have  been  published  for 
four  successive  weeks  in  the  Canada  Gazette.'  " 

The  amendment  was  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  then  moved  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

WITNESSES     IN     COMMON      ASSAULT 
OASES  BiLL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (41),  "  An  Act  to  provide 
Him,  Mr.  Dickey, 


that  persons  charged  with  common  as- 
sault  shall  be  competent  as  witnesses." 
He  said  :  This  Bill  does  not  really  belong, 
to  me,  and  I  am  almost  at  a  loss  what  to 
do  with  regard  to  it.     It  came  up  here 
from   the  House  of   Commons  without 
anyone  to  take  charge  of  it,  and  sooner 
than  allow  it  to  lie  on  the  table  without 
having  it  advanced  the  usual   stage,  I 
consented  to  move  it  its  first  reading.     I 
think  it  is  only  right  that  gentlemen  who 
introduce  measures  in  the  other  branch 
©f  the  Legislature  and  send  them  up  here 
should  take  some  trouble  to  get  members 
of  this  House  to  look  after  their  bills. 
As  in  this  case  the  measure  is  a  very 
simple   one,   and   ono  which   altogether 
meets   with    my  apprcTval,   I   have    na 
objection  in  stating  briefly  to  the  House 
what  the  object  of  it  is.     Hon.  gentlemen 
will  recollect  that,  during  the  session  of 
1878,  Parliament  passed  a  law  providing 
for  the  admission  of  parties  charged  with 
common   assault — husband  and  wife  in- 
cluded— to  give  evidence  in  such  cases  as 
defendants.      The   Bill  comprised  three 
clauses,  which  will  be  fiiore  readily  com- 
prehended by  the  House  by  reading  them. 
The  object  of  this   Bill  is  to  repeal  the 
proviso  of  the  third  clause  of  the  Act,, 
and  make  this  section  apply,  as  the  two 
previous  sections  do  apply,  to  cases  which 
are  triel  either  through  the  intervention 
of  a  jury  or  otherwise.     As  to  the  policy 
of  this  law,   it  is  not  lucessary  that  I 
should    say    anything.     The    fact    that 
Parliament  has  placed   on  our  Statute 
book  a  law  which  makes,  I  admit,  a  eon- 
siderable  modification  of  the  criminal  law 
of   the   country — enabling   a   defendant 
charged  with  assault  to  give  evidence  on 
his  own  behalf,  and  also  enabling  husband 
or  wife  to  give  evidence  on  behalf  of  each 
other,  in  my  opinion  a  wise  principle — I 
presume  it  is  unnecessary,  while  that  law 
stands  on  our  Statute  book,  to  say  any- 
thing in  favor  of  the  principle  of  this 
Bill.     The  proviso  in  the  third  section  of 
the  Act  is  something  which  will  strike 
one  as  being  somewhat  unusual  and  in- 
congruous, taken  in  connection  with  the 
whole  tenor  of  the  measure.     By  looking 
closely  at  it  the  House  will  see  that,  by 
repealing  the  proviso,  they  will  merely 
be  placing  the  same  evidence,tried  under 
somewhat  different  circumstances,  in  the 
same  position  that  the  evidence  occupies 
under  the  two  first  sections.     This  is  the 
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object  of  the  Bill  :  We  will  suppose  that 
a  man  has  been  indicted  for  an  aggra- 
vated assault  before  a  jury.  In  that 
case  he  would  not  be  allowed  to  give 
evidence  in  his  own  behalf ;  neither 
would  he  be  compellable  to  give  evidence 
against  himself,  nor  would  his  wife  be 
a  competent  witness  in  either  case.  But 
after  the  prosecution  hud  come  to  a  con 
elusion,  if  the  judge  then  frying  the  case 
decided  that  the  evidence  proved  only  a 
common  assault,  then  the  same  law  that 
applies  to  common  assaults  to  be  applied 
to  that  case,  althoilgh  in  the  outset  the 
party  had  been  indicted  for  aggravated 
aasttult,  and  he  should  be  allowed,  or 
should  be  compellable,  to  give  evidence 
in  such  case.  Now,  the  House  will  see 
what  injustice  might  be  worked  by  the 
clause  as  it  stands  at  present.  The  in- 
dictment is  always  found  ex  parte  before 
the  grand  jury.  Their  witnesses  are 
examined,  and  their  statements,  how- 
ever unguarded  or  liable  to  be  shaken, 
are  taken  without  cross-examination,  and 
the  grand  jury  may  find  a  bill  for  ag- 
gravated assault,  where  the  petit  jury 
would  not  find  a  common  assault  on  the 
same  evidence.  But  if  a  common  assault 
is  sustained,  why  not  allow  the  party  to 
be  a  witness  in  his  own  behalf,  or  coui- 
j>el  him  to  give  evidence  against  himself 
in  that  case  as  well  as  in  the  other.  1 
can  see  no  reason  whatever  for  the 
proviso  which  exempts  common  assault, 
t^ried  under  such  circumstances,  either 
"with  or  without  the  intervention  of  the 
jury — because  it  makes  very  little  difller- 
once  whether  the  jury  intervenes  to  try 
these  cases  or  not — from  the  operation  of 
the  law  in  ordinary  cases.  There  might 
be  cases,  however,  such  as  this  :  A  man 
might  be  indicted  for  two  different 
ofiences,  one  of  which  was  an  assault. 
The  fourth  section  provides  in  that  case, 
where  there  is  any  other  offence  in  the 
indictmenc,  then  the  party  is  not  a  com- 
petent witness,  or  com|>ellable  to  give 
evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— In  1878, 
when  the  Act  which  it  is  now  proposed 
to  amend  was  before  this  House,  I  ques- 
tioned the  propriety  of  the  proviso  in 
this  clause.  I  considered  that  it  was  in- 
congruous, and  I  could  not  understand 
-w  hy  such  a  proviso,  restricting  such  evi- 
dence to  cases  tried  without  the  inter- 
-vention  of  a  jury,  should  be  included  iji 
Hon,  Mr,  MUler. 


the  Bill.  The  object  and  provinc*»of  «• 
jury  is  to  try  the  facts  and  test  the 
credibility  of  witnesses,  and  the  duty  of 
the  judge  is  to  explain  the  law  and  the 
legal  effects  cf  the  facts  elicited.  The 
moment  that  you  allow  such  witnesses 
to  give  evidence,  their  credibility  should 
be  purely  a  question  foj*  the  jury,  the 
best  judges  of  the  chamcter  and  veracity- 
of  witnesses  ;  but  in  the  Act  of  1878  it 
is  left  to  the  judge  to  decide.  I  am« 
rather  inclined  to  the  opinion  that  the 
fourth  section  of  this  Act  might  also  be 
repealed,  but  the  amendment,  so  far  as 
it  goes,  is  in  the  right  direction.  The 
experience  of  our  courts  is  gradually 
leading  to  the  conclusion  that  the  best- 
way  to  get  at  the  real  facts  of  any  case 
is  to  admit  everyone  as  competent  wit- 
nesses. The  court  and  jury  aie  then 
placed  in  a  better  position,  with  all  the 
testimony  before  them,  to  come  to  a  cor- 
rect conclusion  as  to  the  truth  and  the- 
facts.  An  untruthful  witness  can  pefdbni. 
escape  from  the  skill  of  the  advocate  or 
the  scrutiny  of  the  jury,  whilst  it  fre- 
quently occurs  that  the  real  truth  and 
the  facts  in  doubt  are  established  and 
made  clear  through  sueh  testimony. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLE  ROSE— Some  two^ 
years  ago  I  spoke  against  the  piinciple  of 
the  measure  which  it  is  sought  by  this 
Bill  to  amead,  and  I  see  no  reason  to 
change  the  opinion  that  I  then  expressed. 
This  Bill  is  worse  than  the  other,  because,, 
to  my  mind,  it  only  offers  greater  induce- 
ments to  perjury.  Two  years  ago  I  urged 
that,  to  permit  a  defendant  to  give  evi- 
dence in  his  own  behalf,  in  cases  of  com- 
mon assault,  was  tempting  him,  unless  he 
possessed  a  high  moral  character,  to  com- 
mit perjury.  Butthis  Bill  applies  the  prin- 
ciple to  cases  of  aggravated  assault,  the 
punishment  for  which  is  imprisonment 
with  hard  labor  ;  and,  I  ask,  does  it  not 
offer  a  still  greater  inducement  to  a  de- 
fendant to  make  flilse  statements  in  his 
own  behalf  1  I  regard  the  principle  as 
being  wrong  and  immoral,  and  for  that 
reason  I  cannot  give  my  support  to  this. 
Bill.  In  fact,  if  I  thought  a  majority  of 
the  House  concurred  in  my  opinion,  I 
would  move  that  the  Act  which  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  should  be  repealed. 
A  few  days  ago  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Militia  informed  us  that  it  was  im- 
portant to  consolidate  the  laws  relating 
to  Indians,  to  avoid  confusion  and  errors. 
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I  was  glad  to  hear  that,  and  I  would  sug- 
gest that  a  similar  course  should  be  fol- 
lowed in  this  instance.  All  our  magis- 
trates throughout  the  country  have  to 
deal  with  these  assault  cases,  and  I  think 
it  would  be  better  to  have  all  the  legis- 
lation relating  to  them  in  one  Act, 
instead  of  scat^red  in  small  amendments 
throughout  the  Statute  books.  I  know 
of  cases  in  which  even  lawyers  have 
been  led  astray,  and  their  clients  been 
put  to  unnecessary  expense,  because  of 
some  small  amendment  to  the  law  which 
had  escaped  their  attention.  These  laws 
are  put  into  the  hands  of  justices  of 
the  j)eace  in  all  parts  of  the  country, 
and  they  should  be  consolidated  in 
such  a  manner  that  they  could  be  easily 
understood  and  properly  administered. 
Two  years  ago  I  objected  to  the  title  of 
the  Act  which  this  Bill  is  intended  to 
amend  because  it  did  not  indicate  its 
character.  That  Act  defines  the  duties 
of  magistrates  in  cases  of  common  assault, 
and  I  Bit^'gested  that  it  should  be  called 
**An  lu'.i,  to  amend  the  law  respecting 
offenceb  iigainst  the  person,"  but  the  sug- 
gestion was  not  adopted.  We  have  now 
before  us  another  amendment,  comprised 
in  a  few  words,  which  will  be  in  the  form 
of  a  separate  act,  and  will  inciease  the 
diflBculty,  already  serious  enough,  of 
administering  the  law.  If  the  Govern- 
ment considered  the  consolidation  of  the 
Indian  laws  necessary,  I  think  that  they 
should  find  a  way  to  embrace  all  this 
legislation  in  one  act  for  the  convenience 
of  our  magistrates. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It  is 
certainly  a  great  convenience  to  have  the 
law  upon  any  subject  consolidated,  and, 
no  doubt,  an  amendment  of  this  kind  to 
an  act  that  has  been  in  existence  for  a 
year  or  two  does  sometimes  occasion  in- 
convenience, and  is  often  puzzling  to 
magistrates.  I  do  not  know  how  this 
Bill  originated  in  the  other  House,  or 
whether  it  was  assented  to  by  the  Gov- 
ernment. It  might  be  consolidated  with 
the  Act  that  it  is  proposed  to  amend  if 
the  hon.  Senator  who  has  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  take  the  responsibility  of  do- 
ing so.  No  doubt  it  would  be  attended 
with  some  convenience  and  advantage. 
Perhaps  my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond 
will  consider  whether  that  could  not  be 
done,  and  if  he  should  accept  the  sugges- 
tion, the  amendment  can  be  made  in 
Hon.  Mr,  BtlUrose, 


committee    and  the  Bill  sent  back,  in 
that  shape,  to  the  House  of  Ck)mmons. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  that  the 
difficulty  suggested  by  the  hon.  Senator 
trom  De  Lauaudi^re  (Mr.  Bellerose) 
would  be  avoided  if  a  little  more  care 
were  taken  with  the  titles  of  bills.  As 
he  very  properly  suggested,  the  title  of  a 
Bill  should  refer  to  the  statute  on 
the  subject  with  which  it  deals.  If 
the  Statute  of  1878  were  intituled 
"  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  with  refer- 
ence to  offences  against  the  person,"  then 
no  lawyer  or  magistrate  could  fail  to 
observe  it ;  but  if,  as  often  happens,  the 
title  of  a  Bill  bears  no  relation  to  the 
Act  which  it  amends,  even  the  best 
lawyer  may  be  led  astray. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  think  there  is 
a  great  deal  of  force  in  the  remarks  of 
my  hon.  friend  opposite  (Mr.  Bellerose) 
with  regard  to  the  consolidation  of  these 
statutes,  but  I  am  not  sure  that  this  Bill 
could  properly  come  under  the  head  or 
in  the  connection  that  he  indicates.  The 
law  to  which  he  alludes  defines  crimes, 
and  the  mode  of  punishing  them.  This 
Bill  relates  to  evidence.  There  is  a 
marked  distinction  between  a  law  which 
defines  crimes  and  regulates  their  pun- 
ishment, and  a  law  regulating  the  evi- 
dence relating  to  those  crimes.  I  am  dis- 
posed to  accept  the  suggestion,  and,  if 
the  House  will  permit  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  now,  I  will  consult  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  it  in  the 
other  House,  and,  if  it  should  meet  with 
his  approval,  the  amendment  can  be 
made  in  committee. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

SECOND   BEADINGS. 

The  following  Bills  were  read  the 
second  time  without  discussion  : — 

Bill  (47)  "Respecting  the  Great 
Western  and  Lake  Ontario  Shore  Junc- 
tion Railway  Company." — (Mr.  Mo- 
Mast«r.) 

BUI  (51)  "  Tu  amend  the  Act  56  Vic, 
Cap.  108,  intituled,  *An  Act  to  grant 
additional  powers  to  the  Quebeo  and 
Gulf  Ports  Steamship  Company.'  " — (Mr. 
Chapais.) 

Bill  (35)  "Respecting  the  Niagara 
Grand  Island  Bridge  Company." — (Mr. 
Dickson.) 
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Bill  (29)  "To  amend  the  Act  entitled 
*  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Anchor 
Marine  Insurance  Companj.'*-^(Mr. 
.Yidal.) 

£U1  (25)  <'  To  authorize  the  establish- 
ment  of  superannuation,  proTident  and 
insurance  funds  bj  the  Great  Western 
Kailwaj  Company." — (Mr.  McMaster.) 

Bill  (J)  "  To  repeal  the  Act  extending 
the  Dominion  Lands  Act  to  BritLsh 
Columbia,  and  to  make  other  provisions 
with  respect  to  certain  public  lands  in 
that  Province." — (Hon.  Mr.  Aikins.) 

The  House  adjourned  at  5.05  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Friday,  April  2nd,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (44)  "To  Provide  for  the  Salaries 
of  two  additional  Judges  of  the  Supi*eme 
Court  of  British  Columbia." — (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 

Bill  (K)  "  To  remove  doubts  as  to  the 
true  intent  and  meaning  of  sub-section 
2  of  the  9th  section  of  the  <  The  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  18T8',  and  to  further 
amend  the  said  Act." — (Mr.  Aikins.) 

MAIL   PRINTING    COMPANY'S    BILL. 
THIRD    BBADIKO. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Private  Bills,  reported  the  Bill 
to  incorporate  the  Mail  Printing  Com- 
pany without  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  moved  the  third 
heading  of  the  Bill. 

The  Bill  was  read  and  passed. 


BELL    TELEPHONE    COMPANY'S    BILL. 
RBPORTSD    FROM  COMMITTKB. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  as  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Railways,  Tele- 
graphs and  Canals,  reported  Bill  (  ) 
to  incorporate  the  Bell  Telephone  Com- 
pany of  Canada,  with  certain  amend- 
ments. He  said  that,  as  this  inaugurated 
a  new  species  of  legislation,  the  commit- 
tee had  thought  it  wise  to  subject  the 
Bill  to  much  closer  scrutiny  than  was 
Uon.  Mr,  Miller. 


usually  considered  necessary,  and  the 
amendments,  he  was  satisfied,  would  com- 
mend themselves  to  the  favorable  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  In  examining 
the  third  section  of  the  Bill,  the  Com- 
mittee had  found  themselves  confronted 
with  this  difficulty  :  that  it  provide^l  for 
the  consent  of  the  municipal  councils  of 
cities,  towns  and  incorporated  villages 
before  the  line  could  be  constructed 
within  their  limits ;  but  the  promoters 
of  the  measure  did  not  seem  to  have  had 
their  attention  called  to  the  fact  that,  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  with  very  rare 
exceptions, ,  there  were  no  such  manici- 
palities.  There  were  county ^  councils, 
but  not  councils  of  towns  and  villages. 
The  amendment  which  the  Commit  foe 
proposed  gave  the  jurisdiction  in  nnch 
cases  to  the  county  councils.  A  similar 
amendment  was  made  in  the  latter  part 
of  the  same  clause,  relating  to  the  cut- 
ting of  telephone  wiics  when  neces- 
sary in  case  of  fire.  In  the  fourth 
clause  there  was  an  important  amend- 
ment dealing  with  the  question  of  amal- 
gamation with  companies  in  Canada  or 
elsewhere.  It  was  thought  better  to 
confine  the  granting  of  such  |>ower8  to 
amalgamation  with  companies  in  Canada, 
exclusively.  The  last  clause,  which 
related  to  agreements  entered  into,  was 
amended  to  confine  its  operations  .simply 
to  agreements  heretofore  made. 

MILLS  ON  THE  CANALS. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— In 
answer  to 'the  questions  put  by  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Hamilton  in  reference  to 
the  St.  Lawrence  and  other  canals,  I  was 
not  able  to  say  distinctly  whether  the 
restrictions  which  were  to  be  found  in 
the  leases  of  tenants  having  water  powera 
on  the  canals,  or  the  regulations  which 
I  quoted,  are  stric^'ly  enforced,  and 
I  promised  to  make  inquiries  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals,  and  answer  more  fully  to-day.  t 
am  informed  that  the  restrictive  clauses 
in  such  cases  have  in  no  way  been 
abrogated,  and  that  the  officers  of  the 
Department  are  required  to  enforce  them 
strictly,  and  also  in  reference  to  the 
Lachine  Canal,  that  the  engineers  advise 
the  Department  against  the  gi-anting  of 
any  increased  privileges  upon  that  canal 
in  excess  of  those  already  existing. 
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SECOND  HEADINGS. 

The  following  Bills  were  read  the 
second  time  : —  ^ 

Bill  (33)  "  To  amend  and  consolidate 
the  Act  incorporating  the  Dominion 
Grange  of  the  Patrons  of  Husbandry  of 
Canada."— (Mr.  Flint.)  *  ^t»rt  m 

Bill  (31)  "To  incorporate  the  Sfc. 
Clair  &  Lake  Erie  Navigation  Com- 
pany."—(Mr.  Vidal.)' 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  Bill  (J)  "  To  repeal  the  Act 
extending  ♦he  Dominion  Lands  Act  to 
JBritish  Columbia,  and  to  make  other 
provisions  with  respect  to  public  lands 
in  that  Province." 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLE  ROSE,  from  the 
Committee,  reported  the  Bill  without 
^amendment,  and  it  was  then  read  the 
itbird  time  and  passed. 

The  House  adjourned  at  3.35  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Monday y  April  6th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at   three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  loutine  proceedings. 

THE      REPAIRS      TO      THE     STEAMER 
MAY  FLOWER. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  GRANT  moved  :— 
"  That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
iHis  Excellency  the  Governor-General,  praying 
that  His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before 
this  House,  a  statement  of  all  the  cost  incur, 
red  in  repairing  the  ferry  steamer  May  Flower, 
in  Pictou  Harbor,  from  the  time  she  stopped 
running,  in  1879,  until  the  work  was  com- 
pleted, and  to  include  the  amount  paid, 
■or  to  be  paid,  for  the  use  of  the  tug  Dragon, 
'during  said  repairs." 

He  said  :  The  steamer  May  Flow^,  is 
the  ferry  boat  which  runs  between  Pictou 
Landing  and  the  terminus  of  the  Truro 
And  Pictou  branch  of  the  Intercoloninl 
Railway  and  the  town  of  Pictou,  and  be- 
longs to  the  Railway  Department.  That 
^steamboat  was  laid  up  for  repairs  some 
time  last  fall.  There  happens,  to  be  in 
Pictou,  a  very  valuable  and  serviceable 
Hon.  Sir  Alex.  Campbell. 


marine  slip,  on  which  all  vessels  going 
into  Pictou  harbor  requiring  repairs  to 
their  hulls  are  placed,   and  ves.sels  and 
steamers   from   Newfoundland  and    the' 
northern  shore  of  New  Brunswick,  also 
go   down  there  to  be  repaired.     It  was 
supposed   by  the   community    that   the 
May    Flofoer     would     be    immediately 
placed    on  that  slip  to  get   her  repairs 
done,  but  to  the  surprise  of  all,  the  local 
managers  of  the  boat  undertook  to  erect 
a  slip  for  themselves  for   the   purpose  of 
repairing  the  vessel.     It  is  supposed  that 
this  course  was  taken  because  the  lessees 
of  the  marine  slip  happen   to  be   oppo- 
nents of  the  present  Government.     Con- 
siderable time  elapsed,  and  the  boat  was 
taken   to   the  new  slip  and   hauled,  or 
attempted  to  be   hauled  upon  it ;  but  it 
was  evidently   erected   by   incompetent 
men,  because,  on  the  first  attempt  to  raise 
her,  the   slip   broke  down    with    a  tre- 
mendous crash,  anil   the  boat  was  placed 
in  a   perilous   position.     The   repairing 
of    this    boat    occupied,    I  think,    two 
months,  and,  in  the  meantime,  a  steam 
tug,  belonging   to   the   Halifax  Mining 
Company,  was  employed,  at  a  very  large 
expense,  to  take  her  place.      This  steam 
tug,  for  the   purpose  for   which  she  was 
used   in    the   company's  service,    was  a 
most  useful  boat,  but,  for  the  purpose  of 
ferrying  a  large  amount  of  freight  and  a 
great  number  of  passengers  across   the 
harbor,  she  was  veiy  unsuitable,  especi- 
ally during  the  late  fall  weather.     The 
upshot  of  all  of  it  has  been  that  the  May 
Flower    has  not  done   any  service  yet. 
The  harbor  of  Pictou   has   been  frozen, 
and  the  steam  tug   Drayon,    which  took 
her  place,  was  frozen  in  the  middle  of  the 
harbor  on  her  last  trip. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — As  a  member  of 
the  Senate,  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
motion  passing ;  but  I  have  a  decided 
objection  to  letting  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  go  to  the  country  without 
some  reply.  I  have  been  spoken  to  with 
regard  to  this  motion  by  some  hon.  gen- 
tlemen, and  have  been  informed  that  it 
is  a  question  of  very  small  local  party 
politics  in  the  constituency  to  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  belongs.  The  slip  in 
question  is  owned  by  a  number  of  political 
partizans  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken,  and  on  one  or  two  occj>«ioa8 
they  have  secured  the  repairing  of  some 
Government  vessels,  and  have  sent  in  most 
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exorbitant  and  disgraceful  bills  against 
the  Government.  The  reason  why  the 
May  Flower  wsis  not  put  upon  their  slip  last 
year  was  because  of  the  disgraceful  and 
exorbitant  charges  which  were  made  on 
iormer  occasions  by  the  company  owning 
it.  I  believe  that  the  intention  of  the 
officers  of  the  Government  in  having  the 
repairs  to  the  May  Flower  made  else- 
where was  to  ha  /e  them  done  as  cheaply 
as  possible,  and  because  they  did  not  in- 
tend to  pay  exorbitant  rates.  I  am 
sorry  that  my  hon.  friend  has  thought 
proper  to  make  the  remarks  that  he  has 
addressed  to  the  House,  until  the  infor- 
mation which  he  asks  for  is  laid  before 
the  Senate,  because  wlien  that  informa- 
tion is  brought  down,  and  when,  per- 
haps, a  motion  may  be  made  for  other 
papers  in  connection  with  the  repairing 
of  steamers  at  the  Port  of  Pictou,  and 
those  papers  have  been  submitted  to  the 
House,  the  comparison  will  be  very  un- 
fortunate for  him.  "J'herefore,  I  am  sorry 
that  he  has  considered  it  necessary  to 
make  these  remarks  before  the  papers  he 
asks  for  are  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
House. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  know  anything  of  the  facts  of  this 
case,  but  there  is  no  objection  to  bringing 
down  the  papers  asked  for. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


THE  RAILWAY  TO  SAULT  8TE.  MARIE. 
MOTION. 
Hon.  Mr.  RYAN  moved  :— 
*<  That  an  humble"  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the 'Governor-General,    pray- 
ing   that    His  Excellency  will  cause    to  be 
laid  before  this  House,  copies  of  all  surveys, 
reports,  plans,  estimates  and  correspondence 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government  bearing  on 
the  question   uf  the  construction  ot   a  Rail- 
way firom  Lake   Nipissing,  the   present  pro- 
visional   terminus   of  <  The   Canada   Central 
Railroad  Company,'  to  the   Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
and  to  Goulais  Bay,  on  Lake  Superior." 

He  said :  My  object  in  moving  for 
these  returns  is  simply  to  promote,  if 
]»ossible,the  completion  of,  or  at  all  events 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to,  a  very  important  link  in  the  great 
Pacific  Railroad,  and  one  which,  if  com- 
pleted, will  bring  into  active  operation 
the  works  already  constructed  and  which 
are  likely  to  be  completed  about  the  time 
ihis  railway  from  Lake  Nipissing  to 
Hon.  Mr.  MUkr. 


Sault  Ste.  Marie  and  Goulais  Bay,  on 
Lake  Superior,  could  be  finished.  The 
length  of  this  link,  starting  at  Lake 
Nipissing,  where  the  provisional  ter- 
minus of  the  Canada  Central  Railroad  is 
at  present  located,  and  proceeding  onward 
to  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  and  to  Goulais 
Bay,  is,  I  believe,  250  to  280  miles. 
The  building  of  that  road  would  give 
direct  connection  between  the  one  trunk 
railroad  which  the  Proviiico  of  Quebec 
possesses  and  the  waters  of  Lake  Supe- 
rior, which,  1  undei'st^nd,  are  navigable 
for  some  seven  months  in  the  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— For  nine  months. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN— Well,  nine  months; 
at  all  events  for  seven.  I  do  not  wish 
to  exaggerate  in  my  statement ;  and  even 
if  it  be  for  only  seven  months,  it  will 
still  have  the  very  important  effect  of  con- 
necting Quel>ec  and  Montreal  directly 
with  the  Jake  navigation.  The  route 
from  Thunder  Bay  to  Winnipeg  will,  I 
}io])e,  ere  long,  be  in  opei*ation.  The 
line  of  railroad  by  the  north  shore  of 
Lake  Superior  is  diflScult  of  construction, 
and  will  hardly  be  built  for  many  years. 
But,  failing  the  possibility  of  having  that 
line  in  operation  within  a  reasonable 
time,  advantage  may  be  taken  during  the 
winter  months,  when  the  navigation  of 
Lake  Suyierior  is  not  practicable,  of  a 
line  which  is  very  likely  to  be  constructed 
in  the  United  States,  on  the  south  shore 
of  Lake  Superior,  from  Sault  Ste.  Marie 
to  Minneapolis  and  Sb.  Paul.  In  this 
way  we  shall  get,  within  two  years,  an 
uninterrupted  line  of  railway  from  Win- 
nipeg to  the  Canadian  seaboard.  This, 
as  everyone  can  see,  will  be  of  great 
advantage  to  the  Dominion,  and  it  has 
also  this  advantage  :  that  it  will  shorten 
the  distance  of  the  existing  route  between 
Winnipeg  and  Montreal  by  200  miles, 
at  a  very  moderate  calculation  ;  while 
the  route  from  Winnipeg  to  Liverpool, 
by  that  line,  will  be  shorter  by  500  or 
600  miles  than  by  way  of  New  York. 
These  are  matters  which,  I  think,  it  is 
very  desirable  that  we  should  attend  to 
in  tiiis  Dominion.  By  the  time  that  the 
construction  of  these  roads  might  be 
completed,  taking  a  period  of  two  years 
for  building  them,  I  hope  the  products 
of  Manitoba  will  have  increased  very 
largely,  and  that  the  exporting  powen 
of  that  Provinoe  will  be  very  consider- 
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able.  Keeping  this  in  view,  I  think 
there  should  be  no  hesitation  abotit 
taking  active  and  immediate  measures  to 
construct  the  link  which  will  connect 
our  eastern  roads  with  the  United 
States  system  of  railways  south  of  Lake 
Superior,  and,  during  the  months  when 
navigation  is  ojwn,  with  our  own  system  of 
water  communication  on  Lake  Superior, 
and  with  our  own  railway  from  Thunder 
Bay  to  W  in  nipeg  dun  ng  that  season.  lam 
sure  that  no  one  will  question  the  great 
advantages  of  obtaining  such  a  route, 
and  I  am  emboldened  to  offer  thi^  resolu- 
tion to-day  in  order  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Grovernment  more  directly  to  the 
subject.  At  the  same  time,  I  have  little 
apprehension  as  to  the  views  which  the 
Government  will  entertain.  Although  1 
have  no  special  or  private  information  on 
this  point,  yet  I  have  that  contained  in 
the  public  declarations  of  the  Minister  of 
Railways  in  January  last,  when  receiving 
a  deputation  on  this  very  question  at 
Montreal.  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  in  his 
remarks  on  that  occasion,  said  that  an 
engineer  was  then  on  the  spot,  completing 
the  information  that  he  required  to  have 
in  his  possession  before  formally  submit- 
ting the  views  that  he  (Sir  Charles) 
entertained  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Government.  He  went  on  further  to 
say  v — 

'<  liie  (rovernment  having  proviUed  for  the 
extension  of  the  Canada  Central  to  Laka 
Nipissing,  it  had  naturally  attracted  a  great 
deal  of  attention  to  the  scheme,  and  the  project 
to  carry  on  that  road  from  Nipissing  direct  to 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  had  received  an  additional 
impetus  from  the  attention  which  had  been 
fi^vcn  to  the  question  by  the  railway  magnates 
and  persons  interested  in  the  development  of 
the  North-Western  States.  They  found,  on 
looking  at  the  map,  that  it  was  almost  an  air 
line  running  from  8t  Paul  and  Minneapolis, 
the  great  centres  of  commerce  in  the  North- 
West,  to  the  city  of  Montreal.  They  found 
that  wheat  could  bo  placed  in  the  harbor  of 
Montreal,  and  by  that  route  sent  to  Liverpool 
80  much  more  cheaply  and  easily  than  by  the 
existing  routes,  that  it  was  not  at  all  surprising 
that  attention  should  have  been  directed  to 
the  project.  The  more  he  examined  the 
subject,  the  more  satisfied  he  was  that,  inde- 
pendent altogether  of  the  great  importance 
to  Canadian  interests  of  the  construction  of  a 
line  from  St.  Paul,  or  from  Duluth,  or  from 
both,  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  looking  to  a  connec- 
tion with  ocean  traffic  at  Montreal,  independent 
of  the  great  additional  volume  of  traffic  which 
Canada  might  ^irly  anticipate  would  flow 
from  that  road,  he  considered  that  we  had  a 
very  great  interest  in  establishing  communica- 
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tion  between  Nipissing  and  the  Sault  at  as- 
early  a  date  as  practicable.  The  development 
of  our  great  North- West  depended  to  a  very 
largo  extent  upon  the  ease,  cheapness  and 
rapidity  with  which  we  could  send  people  into 
that  country  and  bring  the  produce  of  the 
west  to  the  seaboanl.  The  fact  that  the  ex- 
tension of  the  Canada  Central  to  Nipissing 
would  be  accomplished  at  an  early  day ;  tho 
fact  that  the  Government  were  pushing,  with 
all  the  energy  and  vigor  that  they  possessed, 
the  line  from  Thunder  Bay  to  Red  River ;  tho 
fact  that,  by  the  extension  of  the  line  from 
Nipissing  to  the  Sault,  it  would  bring  Montreal 
within  sixty  hours  of  Red  River,  settled  the 
question  as  to  the  great  importance  of  carrying 
out  this  project  at  the  earliest  practicable  day.** 

This  explains,  in  language  much  niore 
forcible  than  I  could  use,  the  importance 
of  this  road,  and  the  sense  which  the 
Minister  of  Railways  has  of  its  import- 
ance.    Sir  Charles  goes  on  to  say  : — 

"  The  road  from  Thunder  Bay  to  Red  River, 
the  Government  fully  expected,  would  be  com- 
pleted by  the  1st  of  July,  1882,  and  there 
would  be  no  difficulty,  from  what  he  could 
learn  of  the  character  of  the  country,  in  having 
the  extension  from  Winnipeg  to  the  Sault 
completed  at  the  same  time." 

If,  then,  the  railroad  south  of  Lake 
Superior,  which  will  form  a  jmrt  ot  the 
United  States  system,  can  be  completed 
by  July,  1882,  as,  from  all  the  informa- 
tion I  can  collect,  I  believe  it  may  be, 
we  shall,  within  two  years  and  a  half, 
have  easy  and  continuous  raili^oad  access 
to  Manitoba.  It  is  estimated  that  it 
would  take  sixty  hours  to  travel  from 
Montreal  to  Winnipeg  by  that 
route,  which  is  a  matter  of  great 
importance,  in  view  of  the  large 
influx  of  population  that  we  may 
reasonably  exjiect  will  take  place  into 
Manitoba,  and  everyone  will  bo  sen- 
sible of  the  importance  of  carrying  immi- 
grants from  the  Old  Country  to  tho 
North-West  with  the  greatest  rapidity 
and  comfort.  I  will  quote  one  or  two 
remarks  of  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways.    He  continued : — 

«  The  road  from  Thunder  Bay  to  Red  River 
the  Government  fully  expected  would  be  com- 
pleted by  the  1st  of  July,  1882,  and  there 
would  be  no  difficulty,  from  what  he  could 
learn  of  the  character  of  the  country,  in  having 
the  exteuKion  from  Winnipeg  to  the  8ault 
completed  at  the  same  time.  •  •  •  •  Ho 
believed  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
aid  and  foster  in  every  way  any  enterprise  for 
the  development  of  tho  country,  but  he  had 
great  faith  in  the  management  of  railways  by 
private  individuals  or  companies,  and  ho 
thought  the  Government  would  render  such 
assistance  as  they  could  afford  to  any  company 
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that  would  andertake  this  work.  •  •  •  • 
After  a  few  more  remarks,  Sir  Charles  con- 
cluded by  saylna:  that  the  Government  be- 
liered  it  to  be  impossible  to  over-rate  the  im- 
mense importance  to  Canada  of  the  early  de- 
velopment of  the  resources  of  the  North- West, 
and  he  believed  that  this  enterprise  was  calcu- 
lated to  promote  that  object  by  affording  the 
earliest,  easiest  and  cheapest  route  for  the  ex- 
port of  the  produce  of  the  west  to  the  sea." 

So    far    as     the     railroad     from    Lake 
Nipissing     is      concerned,      it     is      in 
the     hands     of     a      private     company. 
They    hold     a     charter,     with     powers 
to      extend       their      line      to      Sault 
Ste.  Marie,  but  they  have  not  complied, 
I  befieve,   with   all   the  stipulations  of 
•  that  charter,   and    they  seek  assistance 
and  extension  of  time.     It  matters  not, 
in  my  opinion,  whether  the  Government 
take  the  project  up  themselves  and  make 
it  a   part  of  their   Pacific  line,  or  allow 
the  Canada  Central  Company  to  extend 
their  line  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  with  Gov- 
ernment assistance,  but  the   interests  of 
Canada  demand   that  the  road  should  be 
built  as  shortly  atid  expeditiously  as  pos- 
sible.    I  need  not  say  that  it  would  be 
a  great   boon    also  to  the    Province  of 
Qaebec,  which  has  expended  a  large  sum 
of  money  on  the  trunk   line  extending 
from  Quebec  to  Ottawa,   and    it  would 
also    be  of   advantage    to    the  Interco- 
lonial Railway,  as  making  it  a  part  of  the 
unbroken   route    from   Halifax   to  the 
dreat  North- West.    I  believe  that  every 
aectiou  of  the  Dominion — apart  from  the 
interest  which  we  all  take  in  seeing  that 
important  new  country  in   the  North- 
West  developed,  and  put  in  a  position  to 
supply  large  exports  over  this  continent 
— ^would    benefit  by  the  construction  of 
this  road.     I  should  remark  that  Gk)u- 
lais  Bay   aflfords  a  good  and   sufficient 
harbor     accommodation    for      steamei-s 
traversing  Lake   Superior  to  land  and 
receive  their  cargoes  and  passengers,  and 
I  have  only  to  hope  that,  in  granting  the 
iMtpers  which   I   asked   for    to-day,  the! 
Government  will   evince    a   disposition 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  country,  and  to 
give  their  support  and  countenance  to 
this  project,  and  to  forward  its  comple- 
tion with  as  little  delay  as  possible. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  feel  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria  (Mr. 
Ryaii)  deserves  the  congratulations  of 
this  House  for  the  course  he  has  taken 
in  bringing  this  matter  under  ©ur  notice. 
Hon,  Mr.  Ryan, 


It  is  well  known,  and  the  statements  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  prove  it,  that  it  would 
be  a  great  advantage  to  the  people  of  this 
Dominion,  if  the   Canada  Central  Rail- 
way was    extended   from   Nipissing  to 
Sault  St.  Marie  at  as  early  a  date  as  pos- 
sible.    It  is   a   wise  policy  to   expend 
money  in  extending  the  Pacific  Railway 
west  of  the  Red  River,  but  1  believe  that 
it  is  also  necessary  to  do  all  in  our  power  to 
push  on  the  construction   of  the  eastern 
end  of  the  road,  so  as  to  obtain,  at  as 
early  a  date  as  possible,  a  through  route 
from  Sault  St.  Marie  to  Quebec,  via  the 
Canada  Central   and  North  Shore  Rail- 
ways.    It   would   be  an  advantage,  not 
only  to  Manitoba  and   the  North- West, 
but  also  to   the  older  provinces  of  the 
Dominion.     The  Province   of  Quebec  is 
very  much  interested  in  having  this  rail- 
way constructed  as  soon  as  possible,  now 
that   the  North  Shore  roads  have  been 
comploted,  as  it  would,  with  those  roads 
and  the  Intercolonial,  make  a  through 
route  from  Manitoba  to  Halifax.     I  hope 
that  the  Government  will  see  their  way 
to  do  what  the  hon.  Minister  of  Railways 
has  stated  to  be  so  advantageous  to  the 
country  at  large. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  rise  to  make 
a  remark  or  two  with  respect  to  what 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Ryan)  who  has  resumed  his  seat.  I  have 
listened  with  a  great  deal  of  interest  and 
pleasure  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, who  has  brought  the  question 
before  the  Senate  and  before  the  country 
in  such  an  able  and  lucid  manner.  I  do 
not  think  it  requires  much  geographical 
knowledge  to  convince  anyone  that  the 
present  duty  of  the  Government,  in  con- 
nection with  the  Pacific  Railway,  would 
be  to  complete,  as  soon  as  possible,  rail- 
way communication  between  Lake  Nipis- 
sing and  Sault  Ste.  Marie.  I  think  the 
geographical  evidence  itself  is  so  very 
clear  that  the  Government  should  not 
hesitate  for  a  moment  in  completing  that 
link.  If  we  wish  to  control  the  trade  of 
the  great  North- West  before  the  all-rail 
communication  can  be  made  between  the 
Eastern  Provinces  and  Winnipeg  north 
of  Lake  Superior,  it  must  be  by  the  line 
by  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  and  I  do  hope  that 
the  bringing  of  this  question  before  tha 
Senate  at  the  present  time  may  have 
some  influence  on  the  Government  in 
determining    them   to   take   the   course 
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which  was  foreshadowed  iu  the  remarks  ' 
of  the  Minister  of  Railways  that  have  . 
been  read  to  the  House.  There  can  be 
no  doubt,  if  we  wish  to  secure  that  trade  ; 
if  we  do  not  wish  to  see  it  go  into  foreign 
channels,  we  must  build  this  connecting 
link,  which  will  have  the  effect,  during 
the  navigation  months  at  least,  ot  divert- 
ing the  trade  of  Manitoba  into  the  other 
provinces  of  the  Dominion.  As  a  mem- 
ber from  one  of  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
I  f'^el,  equally  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  just  resumed  his  seat,  and  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria,  that 
it  is  in  the  interest,  not  only  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  but  of  the  Domin- 
ion, that  this  project  should  be  carried 
out  as  soon  as 


Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Although 
my  hen.  fiiend  ha.i  expressed  my  views 
in  better  language  than  I  can,  in  rela- 
tion to  the  benefits  to  be  derived  by  the 
Maritime  Provinces  by  the  extension  of 
this  railway  to  8ault  Ste.  ^larie,  1  feel 
it  my  duty  to  si\y  a  few  words  on  the 
subject,  in  addition  to  what  I  said  last 
session.  If  we  in  the  lower  provinces 
are  to  have  the  first  fruits  of  the  expen- 
diture which  is  going  on  in  the  North- 
West,  it  certainly  must  be  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  exten.sion  of  the 
Canada  Central  to  Goulais  Bay,  or  to 
Sault  Ste.  Marie.  It  is  quite  chmr  that  it 
is  the  most  direct  route,  and,  for  cheapne<?s 
and  despatch,  it  must  be  the  best  way  to 
bring  out  the  products,  not  only  of 
•of  the  fertile  lands  of  Manitoba  and  the 
North -West,  but  many  of  the  Western 
States.  In  the  season  of  navigation,  of 
course  Quebec  and  our  great  commercial 
centre,  Montreal,  would  reap  the  great- 
est advantage,  but  we  in  Nova  Scotia 
believe  that  Halifax  would  derive  some 
benefit  from  the  trade  of  the  North- West 
taking  the  Grand  Trunk  and  Interco- 
lonial railways  as  a  winter  route.  This 
question  came  up  last  year.  I  think  it 
was  introduced  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Quints  division  (Mr.  Read),  and  my 
hon.  friend  from  Halifax  (Mr.  Power),  in 
an  exhaustive  speech,  full  of  facts  and 
figures,  also  expatiated  on  the  great  ad- 
vantages which  this  connecting  link 
would  have  for  the  whole  country.  I 
must  say  that  his  remarks  on  that  occa- 
sion convinced  me  beyond  what  I  had 
previously  considered  to  be  the  advan- 
4Ages  of  this  project.  I  am  very  glad 
Bon,  Mr,  MUler, 


that  my  hon,  friend  from  Victoria  has 
brought  this  matter  before  the  House, 
and  shewn  that  he  is  clearly  alive  to  its 
importance.  It  will  make  us,  especially 
the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
ieel  that  this  money  expended  in  the 
North- West  is  a  matter  in  which  we  are 
all  collectively  interested,  and  it  will,  to 
a  large  extent,  dissipate  much  of  the 
antipathy  which,  no  doubt,  does  exist  in 
the  minds  of  many  hon.  gentlemen,  and 
in  the  minds  of  a  large  proportion  of  the 
public  men  of  the  Dominion,  with 
respect  to  the  enormous  expenditure 
which  is  being  made  to  develop  the 
North- West — which,  I  consider,  never- 
theless, in  the  public  interest,  we  are 
bound  to  see  to  and  provide  for.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  earnestly  consider 
^he  matter.  It  is  shewn  that  the  Minis- 
ter of  Railways  is  alive  to  its  importance ; 
and,  with  as  little  delay  as  possible,  they 
will,  by  subsidy  to  the  Canada  Central 
or  otherwise,  have  that  railway  extended 
in  such  a  way  as  to  divert  the  trade  of 
the  west  through  our  own  Provinces, 
down  to  its  natural  and  proper  terminus 
at  Halifax,  for  exportation  to  the  mar- 
kets of  Europe.  I  trust  the  Government 
will  give  all  possible  aid  commensurate 
with  the  immediate  importance  which 
such  a  connecting  link  would  be  to  the 
provinces  generally,  especially  when  we 
consider  that  many  years  will  pass  by 
before  we  can  expect  to  extend  the  line 
along  the  northern  side  of  Lake  Superior. 
Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD— Although  I  am, 
perhaps,  the  last  to  rise  to  speak  on  this 
question,  I  am  not  the  least  interested  in 
it.  The  east  has  spoken,  and  it  is  but 
right  that  a  voice  should  come  from  the 
west  and  even  from  the  far  west,  to 
express  an  opinion  upon  the  matter  now 
before  the  House.  Coming  from  Manitoba, 
I  am  not  less  interested  in  this  matter 
than  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  spoken, 
and  it  is  well  that  I  should  tender  my 
thanks  to  the  hon.  gentleman  who  brought 
this  subject  before  the  House.  The 
question  is  full  of  interest,  not  merely  to 
particular  provinces,  but  the  whole  Do- 
minion will  naturally  wish  to  see,  as  soon 
as  possible,  a  through  connection  from  the 
Atlantic  to  the  Pacific.  There  is  no 
other  project  to  solve  this  question  more 
readily  if  the  Government  will  only 
adopt  it.  It  is  beyond  a  doubt  that  the 
through     railway   connection   north    of 
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Lake  Superior  cannot  be  made  for 
many  yeai-a  to  come.  While  wailing 
for  the  lime  -wlien  the  finances  of  the 
Dominion  will  enable  us  to  com- 
plete the  all-rail  route  through  our  o>^n 
territory,  nothing  would  so  conduce  to 
the  increase  of  our  trade  with  the  North- 
West  as  connection  with  the  Ameiican 
system  of  railways  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie 
by  the  extension  of  the  Canada  Central 
from  Nipissing.  I  must  again  thank  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria  for  intro- 
ducing this  important  question.  It  is 
not  the  first  project  he  has  brought  be- 
fore the  notice  of  the  House,  closely 
affecting  the  interests  of  the  North- West, 
and  I  do  hope  that  the  remarks  of  hon. 
gentlemen  in  this  Chamber  will  have 
considerable  influence  with  the  Govern- 
ment. I  am  sure  there  is  but  one  opin- 
ion on  the  subject  submitted  to  the 
House,  and  that  is  that  the  Ministry 
should,  in  the  interest  of  the  country, 
make  every  effort  to  forward  this  pro- 
ject 

Hon.Mr.CORNWALI^— Coming  from 
the  very  far  west,  I  am  glad  to  express 
my  views  as  being  in  accord  witli  those 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  addressed 
the  House  on  this  question.  It  is  one 
of  very  great  importance,  taken  in  con- 
nection with  the  successful  carrying  out 
of  the  vast  project  which  is  now  before 
the  couijtry,  and,  witliout  attempting  to 
make  a  speech,  I  merely  wish  to  expre^ss 
my  gratification  at  the  manner  in  which 
this  matter  has  belen  brought  before  the 
Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  SUTHERLAND— I  did 
not  rise  with  the  idea  of  being  able  to 
add  n^uch  additional  weight  to  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Victoria,  but  I  must  certainly  con- 
gratulate him  on  having  brought  up  this 
question,  a  question  that  we  in  the  North- 
West  are  very  much  interested  in,  though 
it  is  a  project  of  more  importance  to 
other  parts  of  the  Dominion,  for  if  we 
did  not  have  a  pound  of  freight,  or  a  pas- 
senger to  bring  through  from  the  North- 
West,  still  I  would  consider  it  a  very 
advantageous  undertaking  for  the  eastern 
parts  of  the  Dominion.  There  has 
been  nothing  said  of  the  great 
Tolume  of  traffic  which  may  be 
expected  from  Minnesota  and  Dakotah, 
-which  must  necessarily  come  down 
Ban,  Mr,  Glrard. 


by  that  road,  and  will,  in  itself, 
tax  the  whole  capacity  of  the  road 
shortly  after  completion.  I  had  the 
good  fortune  to  meet  one  of  the  gentle- 
men connected  with  the  Northern  Paci- 
fic Railway,  and  he  seemed  to  be  very 
anxious  about  the  completion  of  this 
project,  and  I  understood  from  him  that 
the  Northern  Pacific  intend  to  run  a  line 
from  Duluth  westward  as  a  competing 
line  with  the  one  now  running  into  our 
province.  I  am  sure  that  hon.  gentle- 
men will  all  see  the  advantage  it  will  be 
for  Manitoba  to  have  competition.  Al- 
though the  present  line  has  been  a  very 
great  boon  to  us,  still,  they  have  a  mo- 
noply,  and,  of  course,  they  charge  rates 
that  are  much  higher  than  we  might 
ex|>ect  if  we  had  another  competing  line. 
I  have  met  some  gentlemen  who  have 
been  endeavoring  to  throw  cold  water 
upon  this  scheme  on  account  of  its  being 
a  competing  line  to  our  own  line  from 
Thunder  Bay  to  Red  River,  but  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  great  force  in  that 
argument,  because  our  own  line  will  have 
more  traffic,  I  ho]>e,  than  it  can  carry, 
and  if  there  is  any  advantage  at  all  in 
adopting  our  route,  it  certainly  will  have 
all  the  patronage  of  the  North- West. 
At  all  events,  as  we  do  not  hope  that  the 
through  line  can  be  completed  north  of 
Lake  Superior  for  some  yeara  to  come,  it 
is  very  essential  that  we  should  have 
some  line  to  compete  with  the  present 
one. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  —  I  .-xm  very 
happy,  indeed,  to  find  that  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Victoria  (Mr.  Ryan),  who 
repi-esents  here  the  commercial  metropolis 
of  the  Dominion,  is  so  deeply  interested 
in  forwarding  this  scheme.  I  think  I 
may  venture  to  claim  the  honor  of 
having  been  the  first  to  submit  to  Parlia- 
ment any  detailed  statement  of  the 
benefits  that  were  likely  to  accrue  from 
this  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway  ;  and,  as 
my  hon.  friend  from  Lunenburg  (Mr, 
Kaulbach)  says,  I  made  a  very  exhaus- 
tive speech  last  year  on  the  subject,  one 
which,  I  am  afraid,  exhausted  the 
patience  of  my  hearers.  I  do  not  pur- 
pose to  trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House 
at  any  great  length  to-day  ;  but  I  hope 
hon.  gentlemen  will  bear  with  me  for  a 
little,  while  I  submit  a  few  statistics  in 
relation  to  this  question.  Since  the  time 
when  I  ventured  to  address  the  Houso 
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on  ibis  subject,   in  connection  with  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  member  from  Quints 
(Mr.      Read),      in      respect      to      the 
(jreor^n    Bay     Branch,     I     have    as- 
certained that  Sir  Hugh  Allan,  several 
years      ago,       contemplated       building 
the  Pacific  Railway  by  this  ix)ute  ;  and, 
the  probabilities  are  that,   if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  political   outcries  that  were 
raised  at   that  time,  to  a  certain  extent 
by  both  parties,  this  road  would  have 
been  constructed  before  now.     It  is  only 
to  be  regretted  that  a  delay  should  have 
occurred*      The    hon.    gentleman    from 
Ottawa  (Mr.   Scott),  who  is  not  now  in 
his   place,  informed   the  Committee   on 
Railways,  the   other   day,   that,  as   far 
back  as  1852,  the  intention  was  enter- 
tained by  prominent  business   and  poli- 
tical men,  of  building  a  trunk  line  from 
Quebec  by   the  north   shore  of  the   St. 
Lawrence  and    by    the   Ottawa  to  Sault 
Ste.  Marie.    I  do  not  think  that  it  is  at 
all  to  be   wondered   at,    because,  as  the 
hon.   gentleman   from     Richmond   said, 
it  required  a   very  slight   knowledge  of 
geography  to  see  that  this  proposed  road 
is  very  much   the  shortest   that   can  be 
constructed   from    the    western    end  of 
Lake   Superior  to  Montreal  and  Quebec. 
This  line  is  straight,  and  any  other  line 
which  goes  south  of  the  great  lakes  must 
be  the  arcof  which  this  is  the  chord.  There 
are  two  or  three  errors  in  the  calcula- 
tions which  I  submitted  to  the  House 
last  year,   which,   I  think,  it  is  due  to 
myself  to  correct.     I  may  say  that  my 
calculations  were   substantially  correct, 
but  not  strictly  so.     I  assumed  the  length 
of  the  line  from   Sault  Ste.   Marie  to 
South  Bay,  Lake  Ni pissing,  which  is  the 
point  to  which  the  Canada  Central  Rail- 
way was  at  that  time  to  be  extended,  as 
being  240    miles.     Further  inquiry  has 
led  me  to  believe  that  the  length  of  the 
shortest   line  from   the  Sault  to  South- 
East  Bay,  ihe  present  terminus  of  the 
Canada    Central,    would     probably    be 
between  260  and  270  miles.     The   air 
line  is  only  234  miles.      Then,  last  year, 
I  was  under  the    impression    that  the 
distance  from  Pembroke   to  South  Bay 
was  only  130  miles  ;  but  it  is  stated — I 
think,  in  the  report  of  the   Minister  of 
Railways  for  the  present  year — that  the 
distance  has  been  accurately  ascertained 
to  be  142  miles.     This  increases  the  dis- 
tance     from      Duluth      to      Montreal 
lion.  Mr,  Poioer. 


to    1,024    miles.     A    compmy  is   now 
asking     for    an    act    of  incorporation, 
to  build  a  road  from  Aylmer  to  Portage 
du   Fort,  crossing  the   Ottawa  at   that 
point,  and  connecting  with  the  Canada 
Central,  which  will  shorten  the  distance 
from  South-East  Bay,  via  Ottawa  to  Mon- 
treal, by  24  miles.     So  that  it  will  leave- 
the  distance   from  Duluth  to  Montreal 
exactly,  or  almost  exactly,  1,000  miles, 
that  is  30  miles  more  than  I  calculated 
it  to  be  last  year.     The  distance  from 
Duluth    to    Toronto    would    be    about 
850   miles,   instead    of    820,  as  stated 
by      me     in    the     House     last     year. 
I   am    also   led   to   believe   that    1,600 
miles,     the    figure    at     which    I    esti- 
mated the  distance  from  Duluth  to  New 
York,  is  rather  too  high.     The  best  in- 
formation I  can  get  on  the  subject  shews 
the  shortest   distance    from  Duluth   to 
New  York,  by   the  present  lines,  to  be 
1,526  miles.     That  would  give   to  Mon 
treal  an  advantage  over   New  York  of 
526  miles,   by  our  proposed  line,  instead 
of  630,   as   previously    stated.       From 
some  statistics  which  Mr.  Edgar,  Presi- 
dent   of  the   Ontario   Pacific   Junction 
Railway,  was  kind  enough  to  place  at 
my   disposal,   and   from   other   sources, 
I   find   that,   from  St.   Paul,  a  central 
point  in  Minnesota,  the  distance  to  New 
York  is  1,371  miles  ;  and  from  St.  Paul 
to    Montreal,   by   Sault    Ste.  Marie,    it 
would  be  1,060  miles,  or  thereabouts,  so 
that  there  would  be  an  advantage  of  300 
miles  in  favor  of  the  Canadian  route.     I 
find  that  it  is  1,626  miles  from  Duluth  to 
New  York  by  the  shortest  existing  lines,, 
while  it  would  not  be  more  than  about 
1,400,    by  the  Sault  through  Canadian 
territory — a  saving  of  120  miles,  that  is, 
going  by  the   Suspension  Bridge.     I  find 
a  still  shorter  line  can  be  gotin'a  Brock- 
ville  and    Morristown.     This  is  a  route 
to  which  I  do  not  think  public  attention 
has  been  called,  so  far  as  I  know,  up  to 
the  present  time.     Taking  it,  and  going 
by  the  Canada  Central,  and  continuing 
down    the    Ottawa    and   Brockville   to 
Brockville,   crossing    the  river  at    that 
point  to  Morristown,  and  going  by  Utica 
to  New  York,   a  saving  would  be  made 
of    not   less  than    250   miles  over    the 
shortest     American     line.       Hon.  gen- 
tlemen  will   see    that     that    is   a  very 
important  consideration  indeed  in   con- 
nection   with    this    road.       Not  only,. 
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as  the    hou.  gentleman  from   Manitoba 
has  just  stated,  would  this  road  get  all 
the  trafl&c  of  our  own  North- West,  and 
that  of  the  North- Western  States  going 
to    Canadian    ports,   but    it  would    at- 
tract   the    traffic    going     to    American 
ports  from  the   United  States  territory 
for  some  distance   south  of  the   border. 
From  Glyndon,  the  point  on  the  North- 
em  Pacific  where  the  road  from  St.  Paul 
diverges  from  the   main    line,    to    Mon- 
treal, it  is  1,244  miles  ;  to  New  York  it 
is   1,G06  miles,  leaving  a  difference   in 
favor  of  Montreal  of  362  miles,  and,  of 
course,   for  all  points  on  the   Northern 
Pacific  road  west  of  Glyndon,  Montreal 
would  have  the  same  advantage.     Now, 
I  have  been  very  much  gratified,  indeed, 
to  see  that  in  the  iBenate  and  Oommons- 
and  throughout  the  country,   the   excel- 
lence of  this  proposed  road  has  been  uni- 
versally recognized.     I  think  that,  with 
■very  few  exceptions,  people  interested  in 
the  trade  and   welfare   of  this  country 
Jiave   recognized   its    great    advantages. 
Boards  of  trade  of  almost  every  impor- 
tant city  in  the  Upper  Provinces,  begin- 
ning  with   Quebec,    in    the   east,  have 
•either    sent    delegatious    or    memorials 
to      the      Government      to      advocate 
the      construction      of      this       road  ; 
4Uid  1   was  very  glad  to  hear  the   hon. 
gentleman  from  Victoria  (Mr.  Ryan)  lay 
so  much  stress  on  the  speech  made  by 
the  kon.    the  Minister  of  Bailways,  in 
Monti'ea],  a  few  months  since.     Ho  (Sir 
Charles  Tupper)  also  made  a  speech  in 
Toronto,  in  December  last,  in  which  he 
-used  almost  identically   the  same   lan- 
^^aage.     It  is  to  be  hoped  that  that  hon. 
gentleman,  who  is  in  a  better  position 
than  any  other  gentleman  in  the  country 
to  see   that  his   views   are  carried  into 
effect,   will   see  that    some    substantial 
result  will  follow  from   what   has  been 
done.     I  do  not  propose  to  say  anything 
respecting  the  commercial  effects  of  adopts 
ing  this  route,  having  dealt  with  them  last 
year ;  but  everybody  will  recognize  that 
the  effect  of  it  will  be  to  build  up  Mon- 
treal  and   Quebec.     I   dare   say  it  will 
have  a   beneficial   effect  on   the   Lower 
Provinces  also,  although  I  must  confess 
that,   on  that    point,   I   am  not   quite 
;a8  sanguine  as  some  hon.  gentlemen  who 
come  from  the  same  Province  as  myself. 
The  Americans  have  taken  a  very  active 
interest   in  this   matter.     I    see  that  a 
Hon,  Mr.  Power, 


company  has  been  incorporated  which 
has  set  to  work  at  the  construction  of  a 
road  by  the  Sljrait  of  Mackinaw  up  to 
Marquette.  This  company  proposes,  if 
the  Government  of  Canada  proceed  with 
the  railway  from  Nipissing  to  Sault  Ste. 
Marie,  to  build  a  branch  from  Marquette 
to  Sault  Ste.  Marie  on  the  Ameiican 
side,  and,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
M.anitoba  has  stated,  the  Northern 
Pacific  Railwcy  Company  are  prepared 
to  extend  their  road  eastwaid  from 
Thomson  Station,  close  to  Duluth,  to 
Marquette.  They  have  already  under- 
taken a  survey  of  about  100  miles  of  the 
line  from  Thomson  to  Ontonagon,  on  the 
south  shore  of  Lake  Superior.  All  that 
the  American  capitalists  are  waiting  for 
now  is  some  action  on  the 
part  of  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment— some  guarantee  that  this  road 
will  be  built  on  the  Canadian  side. 
I  may  mention  that  the  capitalists  of  St. 
Paul  and  Minneapolis  are  building  a 
road  direct  to  Marquette  from  St.  Paul. 
With  the  permission  of  the  House,  I  shall 
read  an  extract  from  the  Detroit  corres- 
pondence of  the  Toronto  Globe,  in  Febru- 
ary hist  : — 

«  The  sooner  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  branch  of 
the  Canada  Pacific  is  built,  and  the  Ontario 
Pacific  Junction  road  to  conilect  it  with  the 
Ontario  roads,  the  sooner  will  Canada  be  able 
to  hid  for  the  large  traffic  sure  to  come  to  the 
Sault.  As  a  Canadian,  and  knowing  of  what 
I  write,  I  can  say  it  is  no  secret  that  the  three 
railway  projects — the  St.  Paul,  Duluth,  and 
New  Sault  Short  Line — are  all  three  not  a  lit- 
tle delayed  by  the  doubts  of  what  the  Domin- 
ion  Government  really  intends  to  do,  as  the 
Americans  do  not  wish  to  spend  money  push- 
ing forward  roads  to  the  Sault  if  it  is  to  be 
several  years  before  the  Canadian  connection 
will  be  there  to  receive  the  business.  There  is 
no  object  in  building  from  Duluth  or  St. 
Paul  simply  to  carry  grain  to  Mackinaw,  where 
it  would  have  to  be  ferried  over  the  Straits, 
and  brought  down  from  the  north  of  Michigan, 
to  make  a  connection  at  Detroit  with  a  line 
direct  1^  the  seaboard.  The  present  lines 
from  St.  Paul  via  Chicago  are  better  than  that ; 
therefore,  if  Canadians  are  really  desirous  of 
securing  this  immense  North-West  trade, 
which  they  can  have  by  going  to  the  Sault  for 
it,  they  will  require  to  be  up  and  doing,  and 
see  that  something  authoritative  is  said  by 
the  Government  that  can  be  depended  upon  as 
reliable,  and  when  that  is  done,  that  the  Gov- 
ernment work  hp  pushed  on  without  a  day's 
delay. 

"  The  Americans  who  have  these  enterprises 
in  hand  are  shrewd,  far-seeing,  wealthy  busi- 
ness men,  and  their  large  interests  in  the 
North- West  will  lead  them   to  push   forward 
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their  part  of  the  work  as  fast  as  possible  from 
the  very  moment  they  know  definitely  what 
Canada  is  doing  or  going  to  do." 

Now,  the  importance  of  this   road  being 
recognized,  the  only  question  is  what  aid 
it  should   receive,  or  whether  it  should 
receive  any  aid,  from  the   Government  1 
It  is  clear  that  the  eflfect  of  the  construc- 
tion of  this  road  would  be  to   give  very 
great  impetus  to   the  trade  of  Toronto, 
Montreal,    Quebec,    and     some     other 
places.      The    principal    benefit    to    be 
derived  from  the  Sb,  Lawrence  Canals,  if 
they  are  to  do  any  good  to  the    country, 
is  the  building  up  of  Montreal  and  other 
Canadian  cities   by   the    traffic  to  come 
down  from  the  west.     Of  course,   there 
is  a  certain  amount  of  Canadian   capital 
invested  in  the  carrying   tmde ;    but   I 
presume   that   the  principal   object   the 
Government   have   in   expending     such 
large  sums  of  money  on  the  St.  Lawrence 
Canals  is  to   make    Montreal    the   great 
'port  for  the  gimn  produce  of  the  west. 
For     the     year     ending     June      last, 
this    country     expended     on     the     St. 
Lawrence  Canals,  for  construction  alone, 
$2,663,000.     That  sum  alone  is  as  much 
as  would  be  required  to  be  paid   for  the 
entire  construction  of  the  road  of  which 
we  are  speaking,  and  I  see   that  there  is 
another  sum  oi  something   like   six  mil- 
lions of  dollars  in  the  Estimates   of  this 
year  for  the  St.  Lawrence  Canals.     This 
enormous  expenditure  has  been  going  on 
for   a   number   of  yeai*s,  and  there  is  no 
likelihood  of  its  ending   very    soon.      It 
seems  to   me   that,  if  this  country   can 
afford  to  expend  such  a  vast  sum  of  money 
on   the   canals,   with   some   doubt  as  to 
whether  the  result   will   be   very  bene- 
ficial, we  should  not  hesitate  to   expend 
a  comparatively  small  sum   of  money  in 
an  enterprise   of  the  results   of  which 
there   is   no  doubt   whatever.     Having 
said  this  much  on  the  general  question,  I 
should  like  to  draw  the   attention  of  the 
leader  of  the  Government  in  this  House 
to  one  or  two  practical  points  in  connec- 
tion  with   this   road.     Some  documents 
were  laid  on  the  table  of  the  House  of 
Commons  a  few  days  ago,  in  reply  to'  an 
address  of  that  House,  asking  for  papers 
in  connection  with  the    cancellation  of 
the  Georgian  Bay  Branch  contract,  and 
for  a  statement  of  what  had  been  done 
during  the  year.     Now,  it  appears  from 
that  information,  and  from  some  words 

Hon.  Mr.  Power. 


that  fell  from  the  Minister  of  Railways,, 
at  Montreal  and  Toronto,  that  the  ad- 
visei-s  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  have 
shewn  a  perverse  ingenuity  in  dealing 
with  this  scheme. 

Hon.     Sir  ALEX.    CAMPBELL— 
Who  have  shewn  it  1 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER.— The  advisers  of 
the  Minister  of  Railways :  I  do  not  say 
the  members  of  the  Government  them- 
selves.    I  presume  the  advisers  are  pro- 
fessional  men.      I   say,  with  all  defer- 
ence to  these  advisers,  and  with  a  con- 
sciousness of  my  own   ignorance  in  engi- 
neering questions,  that  these  gentlemen 
appear  to  have  done  their  best  to  destroy, 
jis  far  as  possible,  the  utility  of  this  road. 
The  first  survey  that   was  made   of  the 
route  from  the  Sault  to    liake  Nipissing 
was   by  Mr.   Murdock  in     1871.      He 
made    a    regular    instrumental   survey, 
beginning  at    the   Sault    and    running 
eastward  100  miles.     That   brought  him 
to  a  point    a    short    distance    west    of 
Serpent  River,  near   the   shore  of  Lake 
Huron.     From   that    point   (his    report 
has    been     printed,     and      is     in    the 
12th   volume  of    the    Sessional   Papers 
for  1879)  he  made  an  exploratory  survey 
eastward    to    the    east    side  of  French 
River.     In  all  that  distance  he  met  with 
no  serious  obstacle   to    the    construction 
of  K  railway.     He  also  found    that  part 
of  the  country  was  fairly  good  agricultu- 
ral land.     There  was  no  great   difficulty 
in  crossing   French    River,  nor   did  the 
land  rise  at  any  poini  on  the  route  more 
than  100  feet  above   the   level  of  Lake 
Huron.     One  would  suppose  that,  when 
parties   were  subsequently   sent   out  to 
ascertain    what    was    the   best  way   to 
locate  this  road,  they  would   have    been 
instructed  to  find  the  most  direct  prac- 
ticable   line     either     from    the    mouth 
of  Spanish    River    or   from   the     point 
where     Mr.     Murdock's     instrumental 
survey    ended,    to     South     East    Bay. 
The    most  direct    line,    judging    from 
the    map,     would     have    been    south 
of    Lake    Nipissing,    between    the   Lac 
Coche    Mountains    and    Lake  Penage  ; 
but    the     fact     is     that     no    engineer 
was  sent  there  at  all.     Two  engineers 
were  sent  to  make  a  survey  north  of  Lake 
Nipissing.    I  should  respectfully  ask  the 
Minister  of  Militia  to  hear  tlie  objection 
I  which  I  venture  to  suggest  to  the  line 
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north  of  Lake  Kipissing.     In  the  first 
place,  taking  the  actual  mileage  of  the 
route,  the  line  north  of  the  Lake,  as  sur- 
veyed by  Messrs.  Austin  and  Brunei,  is 
at  least  fifteen  miles  longer  than  the  one 
to  the  south.     In  the  next  place,  while 
the  elevation  above  the  waters  of  Lake 
Huron,  on  the  southern  line,  is  not  more 
than  one  hundred  feet,  the  northern  line 
rises  365  feet  higher.     If  there  was  only 
one  summit  to  be  overcome  it  would  not 
be   a   matter   of  so  much  consequence  ; 
but  the  fact  is  that,  at  sevei*al  points, 
summits  of  almost  that  height  have  to 
be  dealt  with.     I  do  not  know  from  my 
own   knowledge,   but   I   have    been   in- 
foimed  by  gentlemen  who  ai*e  familiar 
with  such  matters,  that  every    twenty 
feet   of  elevation  on  a  railway  line  is 
equivalent  to   a   mile  in  distance ;  the 
consequence  is  that  this  northern  line,  as 
surveyed,  would  be  almost  thirty  miles 
longer  than  the  one  to  the  south  ;  in  ad- 
dition to   which,  the  curvatures  on  the 
northern   route   are   much  sharper,  and 
the  country  is  poorer.     One  would  natu- 
rally   ask    why    it    was   that  such    an 
unreasonable  line  had  ever  been  thought 
of  or   adopted.     The  reason  given  for  it 
by  the  Minister   of  Railways,  a  reason, 
I   presume,  suggested    to   him  by  one  of 
his  subordinates,  is  that,  by  building  the 
road  to  Sturgeon  River,  this  line  would 
ultimately  form  a  part  of  the  all-rail  route 
north  of  Lake  Superior.     I  do  not  think 
that  that  is  a  satisfactory  reason  at  all. 
In  the  first  place,   I   think  it  may  be 
found,  as   it   has   been  already  found  in 
many   instances,  that    the   (Government 
engineers  have  been  mistaken  as  to  the 
best     route     for    this    section    of    the 
Pacific  Railway.     The   present  Govern- 
ment, and  the  majority  in  both  Houses, 
have  become  convinced  that  the  en  ineei-s 
were  mistaken    with   reference   to    the 
proper  route  to  be  taken  through  Mani- 
toba,  and   the  road  has  been   diverted 
from  the  line  originally  adopted,  because 
it   has  been  found  that   the    advico   of 
the  engineers  was  erroneous.     It  may  be 
that  a  better  line  niay  be  found  by  the 
Monti'eal    River   than  by  the  Sturgeon 
River,  or,  it  the  road  is  constructed  to 
Sault    Ste.    Marie,    I    have    no    doubt 
that  a  very  easy  line  can  be  found  by 
the  Missisagua  River,  and  perhaps  from 
Goulais  Bay,  to   the  alternative  line  to 
Thunder  Bay,  as  laid  dowa  on  the  plan 
Eon,  Mr.  Power. 


accompanying  the  Chief  Engineer's  report 
for  1878.  I  think  there  is  another 
rea.son,  which  is  still  more  satisfactory, 
why  the  Southern  rout©  should  be 
adopted  :  This  road  is  a  commercial  road  ; 
its  advantages  are  all  commerpial,  and  it 
should  be  constructed  on  commercial 
principles.  Every  mile  added  to  this 
route,  either  by  increasing  the  mileage,  or 
by  increasing  the  grades  and  curvatures, 
is  so  much  taken  away  from  its  useful- 
ness, and  a  weakening  of  the  great  argu- 
ment in  its  favor.  I  venture  to  hope 
that  the  Government  will,  during  tlie 
coming  serison,  take  steps  to  have  a 
survey  made  to  connect  Mr.  Alurdock's 
instrumental  survey  with  the  survey 
south  of  Lake  Nipissing. 

Hon.    Mr.     DICKEY  —  After     the 
shower    of  corajiliments    that    has  been 
poured  upon  the  head  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Victoria    (Mr.    Ryan),    I   do   not 
desire  to  add  to   hi^  embarrasament  by 
going    on   in    the  same    direction,    for, 
knowing;  as  I  do,  his  native  modesty,  I 
fear  Vhat  he  would  be  overwhelmed  were 
I  to  do  so.     But  I  must  congratulate  the 
House  upon  the  general  accord  that  has 
been  expressed  upon  the  views  enunciated 
by  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  which,  as  tho 
House  is  aware,  have  not  been  expressed 
fur  the  fii"st  time  to-day  in  this  Chamber. 
I  should   not    have    risen    had    it   not 
been  that  the  hon.  Sena^or  from  Halifax 
(Mr.  Power)  has   ventured    to   say   that 
he  was  the  first  to  bring  the  subject   be- 
fore the   Senate   when  he   introduced  it 
last  year.     I  can   only   account  for  tiie 
misconception  of  my  hon.  friend  by  call- 
ing his  attention  to  the  fact   that,    when 
these  views  were  first  expressed  here,  he 
was  not  a  member  of  the    Senate  at  all. 
It  was  in    1870   or  1871  that  my  hon. 
friend  from   Saugeen  (Mr.  Macpherson), 
whose    absence     we    all    deplore,    first 
brought  this  question  prominently  before 
us.     On  that  occasion,    having   made  up 
my  mind   on   the   subject,   I   ventured 
cordially  to  support  it.     We  two,  at  that 
time,  stood  almost  alone  in   the   conten- 
tion that  a   line   to   connect  the  Canada 
Central   with   the  the  Sault  Ste.   Mario 
should  be  subsidized  by  the  Government 
or  built  as  a  part  of  the  Canada  Pacific. 
We  were  overwhelmed   with   objections 
when   we   ventured  to   press  that  view 
upon  the  House.     It  is  but  fair  to  state 
that    we    further     contended  that  the 
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construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way proper  should  commenco  at  the  Red 
River  and  go  westward,  so  as  to  attract 
immigration  into  the  North- West,  and 
tl\us  afford  the  means  of  afterwards 
i»uilding  the  line  from  Winnipeg  east- 
ward to  Lake  Suf)erior.  That  policy 
was  reversed  by  the  late  Govewunent. 
Our  contention  was  that  we  should,  for  a 
time,  at  all  events  for  years  to 
come,  direct  our  attention  to  building 
H  railway  to  the  Sault,  so  as  to  carry  out 
two  objects — one,  to  tap  the  navigation 
of  Lake  Superior  and  take-  the  trade 
which  would  come  from  the  North-West 
by  that  lake,  or  by  the  extension  from 
Red  River  when  built ;  and  the  other  to 
take  the  trade  which  would  come  over 
any  American  system  of  railways  that 
would  be  constructed  south  of  Lake 
Superior.  My  hon.  friend  from  Quints 
(Mr.  Read)  and  myself,  on  several  occa- 
sions, battled  against  the  Georgian  Bay 
Branch.  We  contended  that,  instead  of 
wasting  money  upon  an  unprofitable,  and, 
as  far  as  we  knew,  an  impracticable 
undei*taking,  we  should  extend  our  rail- 
way system  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie.  That 
was  the  contention  for  years  in  this 
!House,  and  1  was  surprised,  therefore, 
to  find  that  our  attention  was  first  called 
to  it  last  year.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Halifax  gave  us  a  very  interesting 
speech,  full  of  statistics^  upon  the  subject, 
and  I  was  very  glad  that  he  was  not 
hero  under  the  regime  of  the  late  Gov- 
ernment, for,  possibly,  he  might  have 
been  committed  to  a  different  course. 
Taking  a  independent  view  of  it  last 
year,  he  took  the  right  view,  and  supple- 
mented it  with  a  large  array  of  figures. 
I  am  glad  to  find  that  we  are  taking  a 
common-sense  view  of  the  subject  to-day, 
and  that,  if  we  8  re  to  have  a  railway 
constructed  there,  it  should  be  to  Sault 
Ste.  Marie,  so  as  to  catch  the  trade  of 
our  own  North- West  coming  down  by 
Lake  Superior,  and  also  the  trade  of 
Minnesota  and  other  Western  States, 
brought  to  it  by  the  extension  of  Ameri- 
can railways.  That  policy  was  advocated 
some  years  ago,  as  I  have  explained,  and 
was  sustained  in  this  House  before  my 
hon.  friend  from  Halifax  took  his  seat 
here,  and  I  am  glad  to  recognize  him 
now  as  one  of  its  warmest  supporters. 

Hon,   Mr.    WARK— The  hon.  mem- 
ber who    has  just    sat    down  rose    to 
t    Bon.  Mr,  Dickey. 


correct  a  mistake  which  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Halifax  made,  and  for 
which,  perhaps,  that  hon.  gentleman 
was  not  blameable,  since  he  was  not 
a  member  of  the  Senate  when  the  sub- 
ject was  discussed  some  y cat's  ago  ;  but  I 
must  J  correct  a  mistake  which  the  hon- 
Senator  from  Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey) 
has  himself  made  in  stating  that  he  and 
the  hon.  Senator  for  Saugeen  stood 
alone  in  supporting  this  project  in  1871. 
I  advocated  it  on  that  occasion,  as  he 
did,  and  the  argument  that  I  made  use 
of,  in  reply  to  those  who  objected  to  con- 
necting with  American  lines,  was  that 
the  Americans  used  our  lines — the  Grand 
Trunk  and  the  Great  Western — in  carry- 
ing the  traffic  of  the  west  to  the  seaboard. 
I  claimed  that  we  should  utilize  a  portion 
of  their  lines  in  the  same  way  that  they 
used  ours. 

Hon,  Mr.  POWER— I  think  it  will 
be  remembered  that  I  did  not  claim  any 
special  credit  for  having  brought  the 
scheme  before  Parliament  I  think  my 
remark  was  something  equivaleni  tD 
saying  that  it  would  strike  any  man  who 
looked  at  the  map,  as  a  feasible  project. 
I  was  not  in  the  House  in  1871,  but  I 
am  very  glad  to  learn  that  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Amherst  took  such  a  sen- 
sible view  of  this,  matter  on  that  occasion. 
When  I  introduced  the  subject  last  ses- 
sion neither  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Amherst  nor  the  hon.  Senator  for 
Saugeen  spoke  of  the  view  that  I  then 
ventured  to  take  as  having  been  ex- 
pressed by  themselves  before.  I  remem- 
ber that  the  hon.  Senator  for  Sau- 
geen stated  on  that  occasion  that  my 
speech  possessed  the  merit  of  freshness. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
can  hardly  be  supposed  that  it  would  be 
possible  for  me  t«  indicate,  on  a  motion 
of  this  kind,  the  policy  which  the  Gov- 
ernment is  prepared  to  pursue  with 
reference  to  this  railway.  That  the 
Government  is  fully  alive  to  the  impor- 
tance of  this  project  cannot  possibly  be 
more  clearly  shewn  than  by  the  remarks 
of  the  Minister  of  Railways,  which  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Victoria  (Mr.  Ryan) 
has  quoted.  The  advantages  of  the  road 
to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  as  a  means  of 
through  communication,  are,  mo  doubt, 
very  great  My  hon.  friend  does  not 
allude  to  any  disadvantages,but  the  Qov- 
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-emment,  in  taking  so  large  a  responsi- 
bility as  a  work  of  this  kind  involves, 
are  obliajed  to  look  at  the  disadvantages 
as  well  as  to  the  more  gratifying  sidt  of 
the  question.  To  construct  this  road 
would  involve  a  very  large  expenditure 
of  money  ;  if  built  as  a  Government 
work— $7,000,000  or  $8,000,000— and, 
if  bujlt  by  a  private  company,  and  aided 
by  such  subsidies  as  have  been  given  to 
other  roads  under  similar  circumstances, 
some  $2,000,000  or  $3,000,000.  These 
are  verv  large  sums  of  money, 
and,  it  must  be  remembered,  that 
the  Government  is  already  committed  to 
a  heavy  expenditure  for  railway  com- 
munications. The  question  of  the 
construction  of  this  road  has  formed  the 
subject  of  anxious  consideration  with  us. 
There  is  a  view  which  has  been  presented 
to  us,  and  which  has  been  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Senator  fix)ra  Manitoba — ^that 
-the  construction  of  this  road,  if  it  should 
connect  at  the  Sault  with  an  American 
line  from  that  point  to  St.  Paul,  would 
be  the  means  of  diverting  a  large  trade 
from  our  own  line,  which  will  soon  be 
completed  from  Thunder  Bay  to  Mani- 
toba. If  that  should  be  the  case,  after 
the  enormous  expenditure  involved  in 
constructing  ofir  line,  it  would  be  very 
unfortunate.  Whether  this  road,  which 
ray  hon.  friend  from  Victoria  advocates, 
would  be  met  at  the  Sault  by  another 
Yoa,d  on  the  American  side  is  not  known, 
but  I  think  the  probabilities  are  that  it 
would  be  met ;  and,  if  it  should  be,  he 
urges  that  you  would  still  run  on  to 
Goulais  Bay,  and  connect  there  with  a 
line  of  st^amei-s  to  Fort  William,  which 
would  enable  you  to  do  a  lai^e  business, 
and  justify  the  G<>vemment  in  under- 
taking this  work,  or  subsidizing 
3i  company  to  build  it.  Consid- 
ering the  disadvantages,  as  well 
as  the  advantages,  the  danger  of 
failure.as  well  as  the  chance  of  success, 
the  Government  is  obliged  to  go  care- 
fully, and  I  am  not  prepared  to  indicate 
now  what  the  policy  of  the  Government 
will  be.  1  recognize  the  importance  of 
the  road,  and  especially  its  importance  to 
the  Province  of  Que>)ec.  That  Province 
having  gone  to  a  large  expenditure  to 
construct  a  railway  from  Quebec  to 
Ottawa,  undoubtedly  if  it  is  a  work 
which  we  can,  with  fair  consideration  to 
the  other  provinces  and  the  large 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  CamphelL 


responsibilities  which  we  have  already 
incurred,  undertake,  it  should  have  any 
assistance  that  we  could  give  it,  con- 
sistent with  the  responsibilities  to  which 
I  have  referred.  But,  while  the  Gov- 
ernment is  fully  alive  to  al  1  this,  it  is 
the  St.  Lawrence  route  which  we  are  all 
interested  in.  To  a  considerable  extent 
the  interest  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  is 
the  interest  of  all  Canada.  We  are  all 
interested  in  enlarging  the  traffic  which 
descends  by  the  St.  Lawrence  route,  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  everything  which 
comes  to  Fort  William  will  be  of  advan- 
tage to  that  route.  After  the  completion 
of  the  road  from  Red  River  to  Thunder 
Bay,  the  products  of  the  North- West, 
which,  we  hope,  are  increasing  enor- 
mously, will  find  their  way  to  Fort 
William,  and  thence,  by  water 
communication,  descend  to  Mon- 
treal and  be  transhipped  to 
England.  The  hon.  Senator  from 
Halifax  (Mr.  Power)  has  referred  to  the 
large  sums  expended  upon  the  canals, 
and,  by  some  error,  has,  if  I  heard  him 
correctly,  supposed  that  the  construction 
of  this  railway  would  benefit  the 
canals. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  did  not  sug- 
gest any  connection  between  them  at 
all. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX  CAMPBELL— Of 
course,  the  effect  would  be  to  diminish 
the  business  of  the  canals.  I  am  Yerj 
much  struck  with,  and  will  bring  to  the 
notice  of  the  Government,  the  very  re- 
markable chorus  of  assent  which  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Vic- 
toria (Mr.  Ryan)  has  received  from  all 
parts  of  the  House,  and  from  gentlemen 
representing  every  province  in  the  Do- 
minion. No  doubt  such  an  expression 
from  this  branch  of  the  Legislature  is 
entitled  to  and  will  receive  the  respect- 
fid  consideration  of  the  Grovemment. 
All  I  can  say  with  reference  to  the  sub- 
ject is,  that  it  is  receiving  our  anxious 
consideration,  and,  as  to  the  motion 
which  my  hon.  fiiend  from  Victoria  has 
made,  we  shall  be  very  happy  to  lay  on 
the  table  copies  of  all  the  papers  to 
which  his  address  refers. 

Hon.   Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  desire 
to   express    my    concurrence    with    the 
views  of  all  those  who  have  borne  testi- 
mony to  the  able  manner  in  which  the 
16 
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hon.  Senator  from  Victoria  has  brought 
this    subject    before    the    House.     The 
time    of    the    Senate  is  well    employed 
iti  discussing  all  those  questions  relating 
to  the  development  of  the  country.      At 
the  same  time,  I   quite  agree  with   the 
leader  of  the  Government  in  this  House, 
and  I  was  very  glad  to  hear  him  drop 
one   expression — that,   while    we  admit 
the  possibility  of  extending  our  trade  in 
that  and    many    other    directions,    the 
Government  must,  under    our    present 
obligations,   proceed   with   great  care  to 
enter  into  deeper  responsibilities.     We 
are  involved  in  enormous  expenditures 
for  our  canals.       We  are  building  a  road 
from  Thunder  Bay  to  Red  River.      We 
have  already  the  navigation    of    Lakes 
Superior  and  Huron,  and  with  regard  to 
this    work,  while  we  all  agree   that  it 
would  be  most  desirable,  in  the  interest 
of  Ontario  and   Quebec,  if   it  could  be 
built  by  a  private  company,  yet,  when 
we  look  at  our  heavy  responsibilities  and 
the  uncertainty  of  a  line  being  built  from 
Duluth     to    the    Sault;  to     meet      the 
road        on       our       side,       I       should 
look  with  alarm  upon  any  additional  ex- 
penditure in  this  direction.     We  have 
tht  railroad  from   Thunder  Bay   to  Red 
River   nearly   completed,  and   powerful 
propellers   will   be   built   to   run    from 
Prince  Arthur's  Landing  eastward.  This 
i-ailway,  which  has  been   advocated  here 
to-day,  would   only   carry   our   railway 
system  to  Sault  Ste.    Marie,  and  would 
not    get    over    the    difficulty    of  Lake 
Superior.    Under  all  these  circumstances, 
while  we  have  to  thank  the  hon.  Senator 
from   Victoria  for   bringing   the   matter 
before  the   House,    we   should   hesitate 
before  incurring  any  new  responsibilities. 
We  have  great   geographical   difficulties 
to  overcome  in   developing  our  country. 
Our    astute   American  neighbors    have 
taken  the  lion's  share  of  this  continent, 
leaving  us  a  large  amount   of  the  crust 
to  develop.     It  is  true  that  we  have  the 
fertile  North- West,   but   we   ha^e   also 
that  region  «f  rocks,   north  and  west  of 
Lakes    Superior  and   Huron,    and   the 
enormous  expense  which  we  must  incur 
to  reach   •ur  fertile   prairie   lands   will 
entail  upon  this  country   quite  as  heavy 
burdens  as  our  people  are  prepared  to  bear. 
Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— Had  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Halifax  been  the 
same  as  those   of  the  hon.  gentleman 
Hon  Mr.  Alexander. 


from  Amherst  at  the  time  he  gave  utter- 
ance to  them,  I  certainly  should  not 
have  seconded  the  motion  which  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Power)  made  last  session  to 
bring  down  the  repoi*t  of  the  survey  of 
the  line  between  Sault  Ste.  Marie  and 
the  south  shore  of  Lake  Nipissing.  The 
fact  is,  the  scheme  to  which  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Amherst  referred  and  the 
one  now  under  discussion  are  two  diffii^r- 
ent  schemes.  What  was  proposed  in 
1871  was  a  connection  with  the  Ameri- 
can system  of  railways  at  Sauh  Ste. 
Marie,  ignoring  entirely  the  construction 
of  any  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  north 
or  west  of  Lake  Superior.  We  were  to 
be  left  dependent  entirely  upon  Ameri- 
can railways,  running  through  American 
territory,  for  communication  with  our 
own  North-West.  Parliament  very  . 
wisely,  and  in  a  spirit  of  true  patriotism, 
rejected  that  proposition,  and  determined 
that  communication  with  our  North-West 
should  be  through  Canadian  territory,  by 
building  a  railway  from  Thunder  Bay  to 
Red  River.  But  the  scheme  as  proposed 
last  session  and  taken  up  now  by  hon. 
gentlemen,  is  that  the  route  from  the 
Sault  is  to  be  a  (connecting  link  with 
the  road  from  Red  River  to  Thun- 
der Bay,  and  we  expect  to  see  a 
a  great  amount  of  traffic  brought  down 
the  Canada  Pacific  Railway  from  Win- 
nipeg to  Fort  William,  where  it  will  be 
loaded  into  large  steamers  and  brought 
down  to  the  Sault.  .At  that  point  it 
will  be  put  upon  the  railway  and  taken 
by  rail  down  to  Montreal.  For  that 
traffic  there  will  be  competition  from 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  to  Montreal,  as  the 
steamers  can  pass  down  through  the 
Welland  Canal,  to  that  port,  instead  of 
unloading  at  the  Sault.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  this  will  build  up  the  trade 
of  the  St.  Lawrence,  as  well  as  furnish 
traffic  for  the  railway.  I  think  it  is 
but  right  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Amherst  should  be  corrected  with  regard 
to  the  proposition  which  he  had  in 
view  some  years  ago,  to  connect  with 
the  American  railways,  and  leave  us 
dependent  upon  them,  instead  of  having 
communication  through  our  own  terri- 
tory. I  think  that  the  course  now 
being  pursued  is  the  correct  one,*'a  patri- 
otic course,  and  one  I  am  glad  the 
Government  have  expressed  their  vnl- 
lingness  to  aid  and  assist. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Did  the  hon. 
gentleman  object  to  our  contention  that 
this  line  should  be  built  to  Sault  Ste. 
Marie  because  it  was  to  tap  American 
trade  at  that  point  ?  If  so,  will  he  tell 
us  upon  what  principle  he  supported, 
year  after  year,  the  Georgian  Bay 
Branch  scheme  to  connect  the  waters  of 
Lake  Huron,  which  was  projected  long 
before  the  line  from  Fort  William  to 
Bed  Biver  was  undertaken  1 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— The  understanding 
was  that  there  was  to  be  a  shippiag  port 
on  Georgian  Bay,  and  the  produce  and 
traffic  coming  from  the  west  in  steam- 
ers would  bo  transhipped  at  French 
•  Biver,  and  brought  down  from  there  to 
Montreal  by  rail.  It  was  something 
similar  to  this  scheme,  but  this  is  a  bet- 
ter •ne,  as  it  will  be  more  direct  and 
more  rapid ;  but  the  other  project  I 
never  had  any  sympathy  with,  as  it 
would  have  made  us  dependent  upon  the 
Americans.  It  was  a  proposition  that 
the  Government  should  never  have  lis- 
tened to. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  SENATE  DEBATES. 
A    COMPLAINT. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Before  proceed- 
ing with  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  I  should 
like  to  call  attention  to  the  report  of  a 
debate  which  occurred  a  few  days  ago 
in  this  House  on  some  remarks  which 
fell  from  me.  I  am  very  sorry  to 
observe  that  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Woodstock  (Mr.  Alexander)  is  not  in 
hm  place.  I  started  a  discussion  on  that 
occasion,  arid  was  followed  by  the  leader 
of  the  House,  who  made  some  remarks 
in  support  of  the  view  which  I  then 
took.  Th«  hon.  Senator  from  Wood- 
stood  came  into  the  House  while  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Militia  was  speaking, 
and  indulged  in  very  warm  and  severe 
condemnation  of  the  observation  which 
the  hon.  Minister  had  addressed  to  the 
House.  I  interrupted  the  hon.  member, 
and  told  him  that  I,  and  not  the  Minister 
of  Militia,  was  the  one  who  had  brought 
the  subject  before  the  Senate.  I  did 
that  in  the  most  marked  manner.  I 
rose  in  my  place  and  did  it  in  the  most 
emphatic  manner,  but  my  remark  does 
not  appear  in  the  official  report.  The 
reporters  thought  proper  to  suppress — to 
San.  Mr,  Hope, 


dishonestly   suppress  my  remarks,    and 
gave  them  a  different  color  altogether  on 
that  occasion.     Not  only  that,  but  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  debate,  the  hon.  Senator 
from   Woodstock,    when    his    attention 
was  called  to   the  fact  that  I  had  origi- 
nated the  discussion,  publicly  made  an 
apology  on  the  floor  of  the  House  to  the 
Minister  of    Militia,  and  that  apology 
has  also  been  suppressed  by  these  repoj'- 
ters.     Now,  for   my  own  part,  I  do  not 
care,   because  I  have  no  confidence  in 
their   honesty,  ability,  or  impartiality; 
but   I  say  that  it  is  an  insult  to   the 
House  that  should  not  be  tolerated,  that 
two  paid  servants  of  the  Senate  should 
be   permitted,  unfairly  and  dishonestly, 
to   report  its  proceedings,  as  these  men 
are  doing  at   this  time.     After  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Woodstock  had  understood 
that  the  Minister  of  Militia  was  simply 
remarking  upon  some  observations  which 
had  fallen  from  me,  he   got  up  in  his 
place  and  apologized  to  him  for  the  style 
of  address  he  had  indulged  in.     Certain- 
ly, those  observations   should  have   ap- 
peared in   the  official  report,  but   they 
were  suppressed,   and    still  the  Houso 
imagines  that  it  has  an  official  report  of 
its   proceedings.    Now,  a  few  days  ago, 
another  debate  occurred,  in  which  several 
members  of  the  House  expressed   their 
opinions.     I  am    not    sorry    that   that 
debate   was    suppressed ;    but,    without 
any      reference     to      me,    remarks    of 
mine,    of     the   leader   of    the   Govern- 
ment,   and    of   several     gentlemen    on 
the    floor     of    this    House    were    sup- 
pressed.    By   what  authority,   by  what 
secret     influence    this    sort      of    thing 
is  done  by  men  who  are  paid  here  as  ser- 
vants of  the  House,  I  cannot  understand. 
I  think  it  was  due  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  leads  this  House,  whose  courtesy  is 
a  matter  of  notoriety  in  the  Senate,  and 
who  was  attacked  in  the  most  unjustifi- 
able manner  by  the   hon.    Senator  from 
Woodstock    the    other    day,    that    the 
apology   which   the  hon.    Senator  (Mr. 
Alexander),  prompted  by  his  own  gentle- 
manly instincts,  offered,  when   he   found 
that  he  had  made  a  mistake,  should  have 
been  placed  in  the  official  report  of  the 
debates.     It  was   not  done.     By  what 
secret  influence    these  individuals    are 
controlled,  I  know  not,  but  I  have  evi- 
dence that  some  of  the   vilest  attacks 
upon  me,  which  have  appeared  in  some 
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newspapers  of  late,  have  beeu  instigated 
by  these  paid  servants  of  the  House.  I 
treat  them  with  contempt,  of  course.  I 
care  not  what  they  may  say  or  do,  or 
how  much  they  may  influence  penny-a- 
liners  to  assail  me  in  some  of  the  Grit 
journals.  I  trace  where  the  inspiration 
comes  from,  and  I  know  that  we  hav« 
here,  onthe  floor  of  the  House,  a  couple 
of  paid  spies,  ready  to  do  any  dirty  work 
that  may  be  required  of  them  by  political 
opponents. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  must  say 
that  I  cannot  sit  quietly  here  and  allow  this 
attack  of  the  Senator  from  Bichmond  to 
go  unnoticed.  I  think  he  has  not  taken 
a  fair  course  in  making  an  attack  upon 
gentlemen  who  occupy  the  position  of 
paid  servants  on  the  floor  of  this  House. 
He  has  attacked  men  who  are  not  in  a 
position  heie  to  "defend  themselves. 
He  has  charged  them  with  dishonesty, 
partiality,  and  with  being  "paid  spies." 
He  in  a  member  of  the  Debates 
Committee,  as  I  am  myself,  and  if  he 
had  any  complaint  to  make  against  the 
contractors  for  the  i-eporting  of  the  de- 
bates, he  shouih  have  come  before  that 
Committee,  where  any  grievance  with 
regard  to  these  gentlemen  and  their  re- 
]X)rtg  would  have  been  fully  and  impar- 
tially investigated  and  every  deference 
and  respect  paid  to  him.  Any 
insult  ofiered  to  him  as  a  member  of  the 
Senate  I  consider  offered  to  myself  and 
the  Senate,  and  that  is  the  spirit,  I  am 
sure,  which  animates  every  member  of 
this  Chamber.  The  Debates  Committee 
met  this  morning,  but  ^the  hon.  gentle- 
man did  not  attend,  although  he  was 
sent  for  and  requested  to  come,  as  we 
had  to  deal  with  matters  connected  with 
a  proposed  system  of  reporting.  We 
paid  sufficient  respect  to  him  to  await 
his  coming  longer  than  the  time  usually 
given  to  absentee  members.  He  did 
not  choosa  to  attend  and  state  his 
grievance  there,  but  he  has  prefen*ed 
laying  it,  in  tJiis  manner,  before  the 
Senate,  and  attacking,  in  this  way, 
gentlemen  who  are  powerless  to  resent 
the  insult  in  this  Chamber.  Whether 
they  have  written  or  inspired  any 
attacks  upon  the  Senator  from  Kich- 
mond,  T  do  not  know,  but  I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  they  have  been  guilty  of  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  I  know  very  littie 
of  the  contractoi*s,  except  that  they  do 
Son  Mr.  MUler. 


their  duty  in  a  manner  that  is  very  sat- 
isfactory to  the  Senate,  and  the  hon. 
Senator  has  done  a  gross  injustice  to  men 
who,  I  believe,  are  in  every  way  and  in 
all  things  desirous  to  do  their  duty  faith- 
fully and  impartially  to  every  member 
of  this  House.  It  is  due  to  ourselves 
that  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  member 
should  not  pass  unrebnked. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— When  this  ques- 
tion was  up  the  other  day,  aud  when  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock  came  into 
the  House  and  commenced  his  attack  upon 
the  Minister  of  Militia,  I  tried  to  get  his 
ear  and  explain  that  he  was  mistaken, 
but  could  not.  As  soon  as  he  had  got 
through,  I  spoke  to  him  and  explained 
that  he  was  altogether  wrong,  and  he 
assured  me  that  he  would  make  an  ample 
apology,  which  he  did.  I  spoke  to  him 
again  in  reference  to  his  speech,  and 
said,  "Do  you  intend  to  let  that  speech  go 
into  the  official  report  1  If  you  do  it  will 
do  you  a  vast  amount  of  damage.  I  should 
regret  to  see  you  placed  in  that  position." 
He  said,  "  Come  with  me  to  Mr.  Miller.' 
We  went  to  that  gentleman's  room  and 
some  conversation  took  place.  The  hon. 
Senator  from  Woodstock  offered  to  witli- 
draw  his  speech  if  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Richmond  would  withdraw  his,  but  the 
latter  would  not  consent  to  it.  I  found 
him  a  little  more  outrageous  than  he 
ought  to  have  been  in  reference  to  the 
matter.  The  hon.  Senator  from  Wood- 
stock came  again  to  me  and  said  that  he 
would  have  it  all  right.  When  I  saw 
the  speech  in  print  I  observed  that  the 
strong  language  had  been  taken  out  of  it, 
and  I  was  very  glad  that  it  had  been. 
As  to  the  attack  that  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Richmond  has  made  upon  the  con- 
tractors for  the  reporting  af  the  debates, 
I  think  he  is  not  justitied  iu  the  course 
that  he  has  taken.  These  gentlemen 
have  endeavored  to  do  their  duty  faith- 
fully and  impartially.  There  may  be 
some  little  difference  of  opinion  between 
them  and  the  hon.  Senator  from  Rich- 
mond. If  there  is,  I  think  he  should 
have  endeavored  to  have  it  settled  quietly 
instead  of  bringing  it  before  this  House, 
and  making  use  ot  strong  and  offensive 
language  towards  gentlemen  who  have 
no  opportunity  to  defend  themselves. 
I  think  he  will,  on  calm  reflection,  with- 
draw the  language  that  he  has  used. 
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Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  am  sure  that 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Richmond  (Mr.  Miller)  must,  have  been 
painful  to  every  member  of  the  House. 
I  share  in  the  regret  that  has  been  ex- 
pressed in  reference  to  the  language  used 
by  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  which,  I  feel 
persuaded,  in  cooler  moments,  he  would 
himself  regret  I  must  bear  testimony, 
:is  far  as  my  knowledge  goes,  to  the 
efficiency  and  faithfulness  of  our  re- 
porters, and  the  accuracy  with  which  the 
reports  of  debates  and  proceedings  in  this 
House  have  been  given  to  the  public. 
So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I 
do  not  give  them  much  to  do,  but,  when- 
ever I  have  addressed  the  House,  so  far 
trom  lacking  confidence  in  them,  I  have 
always  felt  it  an  advantage  to  have  my 
remarks  pass  through  their  hands.  Even 
if  I  believed  them  guilty  of  the  charges 
which  have  been  made  against  them,  I 
should  still  say  that  the  manner  in  which 
the  matter  has  been  brought  before  the 
Senate  must  meet  with  our  condemna< 
tion.  It  should,  at  least,  have  been  dis 
cussed  with  closed  doors  ;  but 
since  this  course  has  not  been 
followed,  I  cannot  sit  in  my  place 
and  hear  gentlemen  bitterly  assailed 
when  they  are  not  permitted  to  open 
their  mouths  in  their  own  defence.  For 
aught  we  know  to  the  contrary  they 
may  have  been  instructed  by  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Debates  Committee,  who 
directs  their  movements,  t,o  omit  those 
portions  of  the  debate  which  have  not 
appeared.  ^  I  know  nothing  of  the  mat- 
ter, and  I  hop«  that  nobody  will  imagine 
that  I  am  insinuating  anything  against 
the  hon.  Senator  from  "Woodstock.  T 
am  merely  using  a  suggestion,  not  im- 
probable, as  an  illustration  to  shew  that 
these  gentlemen  may  be  innocent  of  the 
charges  made  against  them,  and  yet 
they  must  sit  here  silent  under  the 
opprobrium  of  an  unfounded  attack.  It 
must  be  exceedingly  painful  to  them, 
and  it  is  a  position  in  which,  I  think,  no 
gentleman  has  a  right  to  place  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  differ  from 
the  hon.  gentleman  as  to  my  right  to 
state  what  I  believe  to  be  the  truth  on 
the  floor  of  this  House,  and  I  am  not 
here  to  submit  to  him  or  any  pther  mem- 
ber of  the  Senate  in  exercising  my 
judgment  on  the  matter.  I  express 
simply  what  I  believe  to  be  the  facts  of  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Flint 


case.  It  is  untrue  and  unfair  to  suppase 
that  these  men  have  no  means  to  vindi- 
cate themselves.  A  few  days  hence  L 
will,  no  doubt,  see  some  anonymous, 
assassin-like  attack  upon  me  in  some 
Grit  papers  in  consequence  of  what  I 
have  said  here  to-day.  They  have  their 
own  means  of  defence — their  foal  and 
dirty  means,  it  is  true — but  still  such 
means  as  they  like  to  resort  to.  I  be- 
lieve they  have  instigated  attacks  ui>on 
me  through  the  papers  of  the  country, 
and,  therefore,  it  is  unjust  to  say  that 
they  have  not  the  means  of  defending 
themselves. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Although  T  regret "  very  much  that  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Richmond  found  it 
necessary  to  make  such  a  statement  of 
officials  in  the  service  of  this  House,  yet, 
I  think  that  a  statement  of  such  a  seri- 
ous nature,  made  from  his  place  in  the 
Senate,  cannot  possibly  lie  passed  over, 
and  I  cannot,  as  leader  of  the  House, 
suggest  that  it  should  be.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  think  that  the  responsibility  of 
making  it  having  been  assumed  in  that 
serious  way,  it  is  incumbent  upon  us 
to  give  the  member  making  it 
an  opportunity  of  taking  such  steps 
as  he  thinks  necessary  to  estab- 
lish the  truth  of  his  stat^faent,  and, 
if  he  should  succeed  in  doing  so,  to  pre- 
vent a  recurrence  of  such  conduct.  I 
have  never  before,  I  am  glad  to  say,  had 
occasion  to  make  amotion  with  regard 
to  such  a  matter,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  proper  course  to  be  pai*sued  is  to 
refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Privileges, 
who  will  sit  with  closed  doors  and  before 
whom  an  inquiry,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
wishes  to  pursue  it,  will  be  made.  If 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Richmond  does 
not  indicate  that  ho  does  not  wish  fur- 
ther to  prosecute  the  matter,  I  move  that 
the  statements  made  in  his  place  by  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Miller  with  reference  to  the 
official  reporters,  be  referred  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Privileges. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— I  think  it  is  to  be 
regretted  that,  on  the  former  as  on  the 
present  occasion,  this  subject  was  brought 
up  in  the  absence  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Debates  Committee.  He  is  now  in  his 
place,  but  is  not  aware  of  what  has  been 
said.  I  think,  when  the  inquiry  is  made, 
it  will  be  found  that  the    reporters  have 
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made  only  such  changes  in  the  report  of 
last  Thursday's  proceedings  as  he  direct- 
ed. I  should  like  to  known  from  him 
whether  that  was  the  case  or  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANJ5ER— I  was  not 
present  when  this  discussion  commenced, 
and  do  not  know   what  has  taken  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— The  hon.  gentle- 
man will  have  another  opportunity  of 
replying  to  my  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— This  is  a  very 
painful  and  unpleasant  subject  to  discuss, 
but  I  think  we  must  distinguish  between 
the  charge  itself,  that  has  been  made, 
and  the  language  in  which  it  was  con- 
veyed. While  I  listen  with  the  greatest 
possible  respect  to  the  charge  which  an 
hon.  gentleman,  in  the  exercise  of  his  un- 
doubted privilege,  thinks  it  his  duty  to 
make  before  the  House,  for  his  own  pro- 
tection, as  well  as  for  the  protection  of 
other  membera  of  the  Senate,  I,  at  the 
same  time,  feel  that  I  cannot  but  express 
ray  regret  tbat  that  statement  was 
not  made  in  language  less  offen- 
sive to  the  feelings  of  the  House, 
and  I  would  fain  hope  that  my 
hon.  friend,  when  he  comes  to  reflect, 
will  feel  that  the  expressions  which  he 
used  to-day  might  well  have  been  left 
out  But  that  has  nothing  ^to  do  with 
the  question  before  the  House,  lecause, 
no  matter  how^  onuch  a  gentleman,  under 
the  influence  of  lacerated  feelings,  may 
go  beyond  the  bounds  of  what  we,  in  our 
cooler  moments,  may  think  proper,  yet, 
at  the  same  time,  the  charge  which  has 
been  made  is  one  aflecting  the  security 
accuracy  and  integrity  of  our  official  re 
ports,  upon  which  we  all  i-ely.  Therefore 
I  think  it  is  quite  right  that  the  hon 
leader  of  the  (Government  should  take 
notice  of  that  charge,  and  I  separate  it  in 
my  mind  entirely,  as  I  think  the  House 
will,  from  the  extravagant  terms  in  which 
that  charge  has  been  made.  But  the 
charge  having  been  made,  we  must  deal 
with  it,  in  accordance  with  the  practice 
of  Parliament.  Therefore,  I  think  the 
leader  of  the  Government  has  taken  the 
proper  course.  The  Committee  on  Priv- 
ileges is  the  constitutional  tribunal  to 
consider  a  charge  made  by  a  member 
a^inst  the  i*eporters  of  the  Senate,  and  I 
quite  agree  that  the  inquiry  should  be 
made  with  closed  doors.  We  are  bound 
to  deal  with  the  charge,  not  only  for  the 
Hon,  Mr,  Wark, 


sake  of  the  hon.  member  who  has  made 
it,  on  his  own  responsibility,  but  for  the 
sake  of  the  Senate  as  a  whole,  because  we 
are  all  indirectly  affected  by  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  entirely  agree 
with  the  remarks  that  have  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Amherst  (Mr. 
Dickey),  but  I  think  a  third  reason 
might  be  assigned  for  taking  this  course. 
The  inquiry  is  necessary,  not  only  for 
the  protection  of  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Richmond  and  every  member  of  this 
House,  but  I  say  that  it  is  also  for  the 
protection  of  those  gentlemen  who  have 
been  assailed  ;  and  without  any  confer- 
ence with  them,  whatever,  or  knowing 
their  defence  ;  I  venture  to  say  that  it 
is  only  a  matter  of  right  end  justice  to 
them,  and,  I  may  add,  I  am  satisfied  that 
it  is  their  desire  that  this  charge  should 
be   investigated  in  the  manner  propose. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BRITISH  COLUMBIA   SUPREME   COURT 
JUDGES'  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (44),  "To 
provide  for  the  salaries  of  two  additional 
judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  British 
Columbia."  He  said  :  This  Bill  is  before 
the  Senate  for  the  second  time,  and,  I 
think,  under  very  different  circumstances 
from  those  which  surrounded  it  when  we 
first  had  it  under  consideration.  The 
measure  is  for  the  purpose  of  provid- 
ing salaries  of  $4,000  each  per  annum 
for  two  additional  Supreme  Court 
judges  in  British  Coluaabia.  When 
last  I  presented  a  similar  bill  to  this 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  J  was  met  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Ashcroft  with  a 
keen  oppositioa,  so  keen  an  opposition 
that  it  defeated  me,  and  the  measure 
was  rejected,  but  I  am  glad  to  kn«w  that 
my  hon.  friend  takes  a  somewhat  different 
view  of  the  duty  which  devolves  upon 
him  with  regard  to  the  present  Bill. 
It  is  one  which  I  think  is  simply 
a  money  bill,  and,  as  it  has  received  now, 
for  the  second  time,  the  sanction  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and,  although  this 
branch  of  the  Legislature  thought  they 
were  justified,  on  a  former  occasion,  in 
rejecting  it,  as  we  did  once  reject  a 
similar  measure  in  reference  to  some 
judges  in  Nova  Scotia,  yet,  when  it 
comes  up  a  second  time,  liuving  received 
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the  sanction  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
I  am  glad  to  know  that  my  hon.  friend 
from  Ashcrofb  feels  that  he  will  be  jus- 
tified in  allowing  it  to  pa^  this  branch 
of  the  Legislature.  I  think  that  the 
House  will,  generally,  concur  in  the  view 
that  a  bill  which  is  simply  to  provide 
salaries  for  two  judges  should  not  be 
rejected,  by  us,  after  having  been  twice 
sanctioned  by  the  other  Chamber.  That 
seems  to  me  to  be  the  proper  view  to 
take  of  it  in  this  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— With  res- 
pect  to  this  Bill  to  which  I,  last  year,  ex- 
pressed a  strong  opposition,  I  have  only 
to  say  that  the  circumstances  by  which  it 
is  surrounded,  are,  to  my'  mind,  exactly 
the  same  as  they  were  then,  and  exactly 
the  same  objections  to  it  exist  now  as 
existed  at  that  time.  But,  as  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Government  has  explained, 
I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  take  a  different 
view  of  the  subject  from  what  I  did  last 
session,  and  to  consider  that,  in  view  of 
the  peculiar  circumstances  attending  the 
presentation  of  the  Bill  for  the  second 
time  to  this  House,  I  am  obliged  to  with- 
drawn my  opposition  to  it.  The  facts  of 
the  case  are  these  :  the  carrying  out 
of  the  changes  proposed  to  be  made 
will  cost  the  Dominion  more  money  for 
the  administration  of  justice  than  it  has 
done  ;  and  justice  is  not  likely  to  be  as 
well  administered  under  the  proposed 
changes  in  British  Columbia  as  it  is  at 
the  present  tice.  These  two  objections 
.still  exist  with  all  the  force  they  had  last 
year.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  I  find  that 
the  Local  Government  (presumedly  ex- 
pressing the  wishes  of  the  people)  is 
I)er8i8tent  in  its  wish  to  bring  about  this 
change ;  I  find,  in  the  second  place,  that 
the  Dominion  Government  is  also  per- 
sistent in  its  wish  to  carry  out  the  views 
of  the  Local  Government ;  and  I  find, 
further — and,  perhaps,  this  has  more 
weight  with  me  than  either  of  the  other 
considerations — that,  in  the  House  of 
-Commons,  this  session,  this  measure  has 
been  supported,  in  a  more  or  less  qual- 
ified manner,  by  every  member  repre- 
senting British  Columbia  in  that  House. 
Again,  I  find  that,  although  last  year 
the  three  representatives  of  British 
Columbia  in  this  Senate  were  unanimous 
in  opposing  the  passage  of  this  Bill,  this 
session  there  is  one  hon.  gentleman  from 
M(ya,  Sir.  Alex.  CampbelL 


that  Province  who,  I  have  reason  to 
lielieve,  will  support  it.  These  consider- 
ations force  me  to  say  that,  although, 
personally,  I  have  the  strongest  objection 
to  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  for  the  rea- 
sons mentioned,  I  have  made  up  wiy 
mind  that  it  is  my  duty  not  to  opi>ose  it 
in  the  same  way  I  did  last  session,  or  to 
make  any  motion  in  reference  to  it.  I 
cannot,  however,  refrain  from  asking  the 
Government  to  pause  before  they  exer- 
cise the  power  which  this  Bill  will  give 
them  of  appointing  two  Supreme  Court 
judges  in  British  Colmmbia,  and  begging 
them  to  look  carefully  into  the  question, 
and  see  whether  they  are  justified  in 
carrying  out  the  object  which  the  Pro- 
vincial Legislature  has  in  view  when  it 
asks  for  these  changes  to  be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Befqre 
this  Bill  passes,  as  I  suppose  it  will  pass, 
as  the  Government  have  determined  that 
it  shall  become  law,  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words.  I  do  not  know  if  it  is  to  be 
continued  as  a  rule  that  whatever  bill 
passes  the  House  of  Comuions  the 
second  time  must  necessarily  be  accepted 
by  this  House. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.    CAMPBELL— It 

is  not  a  rule,  but  it  is  usually  the  prac- 
tice. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— After  a 
year's  delay,  and  after  a  year's  time  to 
I'eflect  on  the  course  I  pursued  last  ses- 
sion, on  a  blU  similar  to  that  befoi'e  us, 
I  am  as  firmly  convinced  now  as  I  was 
then  that  I  took  the  right  course  on  that 
occasion  :  that  there  was  no  occasion  for 
this  measure,  and  that  it  inflicts  an 
injustice  en  gentlemen  who  have  per- 
formed their  duty  honestly  and  faithfully 
in  the  Province  for  the  last  twenty- five 
years.  When  a  bill  of  a  similar  nature 
was  defeated  last  fear,  many  hon.  gen- 
tlemen supposed  that  a  great  deal  of  ill 
feeling  and  dissatisfaction  would  be 
caused  thereby  in  British  Columbia ; 
but  such  has  not  been  the  case.  I 
returned  to  that  Province  after 
the  session,  and  I  heard  no 
complaints,  nor  did  I  see  any  Manifest- 
ation of  dissatisfaction  or  ill  feeling 
at  the  defeat  of  the  measure..  In 
fact  it  was  never  brought  up  by  the 
public ;  it  was  a  matter  over  which  the 
public  mind  had  not  been  exercised.  The 
law  is  propel  ly  administered  and  fairly 
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carried   out  at  present   and   that  is  all 
they  look  to  or  wish   for.     I   reside  in 
the  same  locality  as  the  judges  do,  and  if 
my.motives  for  opposing  the  hill  could  be 
attributed  to  a  desiie  to  have  them  remain 
where  they  are,  surely  the  same  motive 
could  not  be  attributed  to  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Ashcroft,  who  resides  three 
hundred  miles  from  nbem,  and  f  et  thinks 
with    me    in    this    matter.     Surely  he 
ought  to  know,  living  at  so  great  a  dis- 
tance   from   whei-e    the  judges    reside, 
whether  the  contemplated   change  in  the 
judiciary   of   the  Province   is  called  for 
and  is  required  in  his  district.     If  the 
change  were  necessary,   I   am    sure  he 
would  be  found  to  be  the  first  to  support 
this  Bill,  and  the  last  to  oppose  it.     In 
this  matter,  my  hon.  friend  and  myself 
are   actuated   by  the  same   motives :  to 
prevent,  as  far  as  we  can,  injustice  being 
done  to  the  judges  of  British  Columbia. 
These  gentlemen   have   been   Dominion 
officials  for  the  last  ten  years,  and  have 
given  universal  satisfaction  in   the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties.      Vv  hen  the  Pro- 
vince came  into  the  Union,  the  duties  of 
the  Supreme  and  County  Court  judges 
were  clearly  defined,  and  they  had  every 
reason  to  expect  that  the  Government  of 
the  Dominion  would  not  suffer  anything 
to    be    done  which   would   lower   their 
status  or  impair  their  influence.     The 
Bill  before  the  House  will  lead    to    a 
breach  of  faith  with  the  Supreme  Court 
Judges,  and  it  will  throw  upon  them 
work  of   an   inferior  and   insignificant 
character — work  of  which  they  were  re- 
lieved some  ten  years  ago,  and  to  which 
they  did  not  expect  they  would  have  to 
return.     The  change  is  neither  beneficial 
nor  desirable.       [  might  also  refer  to  the 
financial  part  of  the  Bill,  and  the  extra 
cost  it  will  involve  in  the  administration 
of  justice,   but   I   shall  not  do  so.     I 
would  like,  however,  to  have  the  expres- 
sion of  the  House  on  this  fact :  that  we 
should  not  allow  this  to  be  a  precedent 
that  we  are  bound  at  all  times  to  follow, 
and  give  effect  to  such  measures  as  the 
Provincial   Governments  desire  to   put 
into  operation.     I   should  like  to  hear 
the  leader  of  the  Government  say  that, 
although  he  considers  it  necessary  on 
this  occasion  to  give  effect  to  the  Act  of 
the  Provincial  Legislature,  that  he  does 
not  feel  himself  bound  to  do  so  on  all 
occasions.     I    think  it   would  be  a  very 
Hon,  Mr,  Macdonald, 


wise  policy  to  put  such  a  qualification  on- 
record. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— 1  have  no 
doubt  that  due  weight  should  be  given  to 
the  expressed  opinions  of  any  local  legis- 
lature, and  especially,  in  this  Chamber, 
to  those  ol  the  smaller  provinces,  but, 
while  due  consideration  should  be  given 
to  the  expressed  opinions  of  the  Local 
Government  on  such  matters,  the  Federal 
Government  should,  on  all  occasions, 
be  able  to  justify  the  expenditure,  and 
shew  tliat  it  is  necessary  in  the  interests 
of  the  country.  I  do  not  think  that  in 
this  case,  the  Government  have,  either  on 
the  former  occasion  or  now,  shewn  that 
this  expenditure  is  necessary  for  the  efii- 
cient  administration  of  justice  in  British 
Columbia.  Some  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  the  present  expenditures  on  the 
judiciary  in  British  Columbia  are  very 
much  out  of  proportion  to  the  number 
of  its  i>opulation,  some  35,000  people, 
all  told.  Certainly  it  is  enormous  and 
disproportioned  to  any  other  province. 
If  I  lemember  rightly,  before  Confedera- 
tion, that  Province  had  only  two  Supremo 
Court  judges,  and  they  were  found  to  be 
sufficient.  After  Confederation,  a  third 
was  appointed  on  the  plea  that  he  waa 
necessary  as  an  arbitrator,  so  that,  on  a 
division  of  opinion,  there  would  be  a 
decision,  and  now  the  demand  is  that 
they  should  be  increased  to  five,  although 
there  has  not  been  such  an  increase  in 
population  or  advance  in  trade  or  business 
as  to  justify  such  an  addition  to  the 
judiciary.  When  I  heard  my  hon.  friend 
from  British  Columbia  (Hon.  Mr.  Mc- 
Donald) just  now  contend  that  the 
service  would  be  more  ex[>editiously  and 
economically  performed  as  it  is  at  present 
than  under  the  proposed  change,  I  would 
be  inclined  to  again  oppose  the  Bill, 
but  for  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  Gov- 
ernment and  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  from 
Ashci-oft  and  New  Westminster.  Last 
year,  when  we  had  this  matter  up  before 
us,  and  this  session,  when  we  had  the 
subject  of  the  salaries  of  the  judges  or 
Prince  Edward  Island  under  considera- 
tion, T  understood  the  Government  to 
say  that  a  general  revision  of  the  salaries 
of  judges  of  all  the  provinces  would  be 
taken  into  consideration.  I  think  "  next 
session  "  was  the  time  mentioned  by  th<» 
leader  of  the  Government  on  that 
occasion.      I   am   very   sorry   that   this- 
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matter  has  como  up,  as  I  do  not  believe 
the  Goveniment  have  given  sufficient 
reason  for  its  being  pressed  this  session, 
or  that  the  additional  judges  are  neces- 
sary. It  is  not  in  the  interest  of  economy 
that  this  Bill  before  the  House  should  be 
adopted.  No  doubt  the  Local  Govern- 
ment of  British  Columbia  have  been 
extremely  liberal  in  creating  judgeships, 
probably  moi'e  liberal  than  if  the  pay 
was  to  come  from  their  local  revenue.  It 
is  necessary  that  we,  at  all  times,  closely 
watch  such  local  legislation,  appointing 
judges,  when  we  are  to  provide  the 
salaries. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  cannot  under- 
stand the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
resumed  his  seat,  when  he  says  that  this 
Bill,  having  come  up  to  this  House  once 
before,  it  should  now  be  adopted  as  a 
matter  of  course. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  did  not 
hear  the  hon.  gentleman's  remark  cor- 
rectly. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— It  was  difficult 
to  understand  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  saying  from  the  manner  in  which 
he  spoke,  but  I  have  no  doubt  the 
reporters  will  make  a  good  Si)eech  of  it 
for  him — though  not  by  taking  his 
remarks  literally. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  did  not 
catch  the  hon.  gentleman's  remarks,  but 
P  presume  he  is  repeating  in  another 
form  the  attack  that  he  made  on  the 
reporters  a  few  moments  ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— With  regard  to 
the  Bill  before  the  House,  I  have,  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  expressed  my 
opinion  with  respect  to  its  most  important 
feature  that  is  involved  in  this  discus- 
sion :  the  duty  of  this  Parliament  to  make 
provision  for  salaries,  whenever  the  local 
legislatures  think  prpper  to  create  new 
courts  and  new  judges.  I  think  that 
Parliament  and  the  Government — both 
this  Government  and  the  late  Adminis- 
tration— have  not  been  as  ready^  they 
should  have  been  to  control  the 
creation  of  new  coarts  and  new 
judges  by  the  provincial  legislatures. 
The  Constitutional  Act  gives  the  power 
to  provinces  to  create  courts  and  to  regu- 
late procedure  generally  in  them.  Still, 
when  this  Parliament  has  to  provide  for 
the  payment  of  salaries  of  judges,  it 
Tlon,  Mr,  Kaulbach, 


should  be  understood  that  it  is  a  matter 
of  deliberation,  a  matter  of  ooncun-ence 
on  the  part  of  Parliament,  when  they 
agree  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of 
new  judges.  To  say  that  because  the 
Constitutional  Act  gives  power  to  the 
provinces  to  appoint  judges  and  regulate 
courts,  therefore,  that  in  every  case 
where  they  think  proper  to  make  pro- 
vision for  the  appointment  of  judges 
we  are  bound  here  to  coincide  with  them 
is,  I  think,  a  very  dangerous  doctrine 
indeed.  Suppose  any  one  of  those  pro- 
vinces should  be  controlled  by  men  who 
have  no  proper  regard  for  the  large  inter- 
ests of  the  country,  and  should,  merely  for 
the  sake  of  the  expenditure  which  would 
be  the  resull  of  the  appointment  of  half 
a  dozen  imftecessary  judges,  agi-ee  to  the 
creation  of  new  courts,  would  this  Par- 
liament be  bomnd  to  provide  salaries 
for  these  judges]  I  say,  decidedly 
not.  I  think  it  is  just  as  well 
now,  that  there  should  be  a  firm 
expression  of  opinion  on  this  question, 
that  it  is  a  matter  of  deliberation  and 
concurrence  on  the  part  of  this  Parlia- 
ment as  to  how  many  judges  are  neces- 
sary in  the  various  provinces.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  power  of  removing 
any  one  of  these  gentlemen  to  the  main- 
land, I  think  the  Government  should 
take  care,  in  the  redistribution  of  these 
judicial  districts  that  the  private  rights, 
(if  I  may  so  speak)  of  the  judges  who 
now  hold  office  in  British  Columbia 
should  be  respected.  I  think  it  would 
be  very  unfair  that  these  gentlemen 
should  be  asked  to  go  to  Ashcrott,  or 
anywhere  else  in  that  Province,  to  reside, 
after  he  has  made  his  home,  and  expend- 
ed, perhaps,  the  savings  of  a  life  of  toil 
and  industry  in  establishing  his  residence 
in  Victoria.  I  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  take  care  that  nothing  of 
this  kind  is  done.  I  am  very  sorry  to 
hear  that,  in  connection  with  this  measure 
relative  to  the  judiciary  of  British  Co- 
lumbia, there  is  some  personal  feeling  by 
influential  persons  in  that  Province,  and 
that  the  judiciary  themselves  do  not 
approve  of  the  change  any  more  than  the 
leading  membei*s  of  this  House  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— I  am  very  glad 
to  know  that  my  hon.  colleag^ues  from 
British  Columbia  do  not  oppose  this  Bill 
on  the  present  occasion.     I  may  say  that 
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I  never  conld  thoroughly  understand 
their  opposition  to  this  measure  at 
all.  I  know  the  feelings  of  the 
people  of  British  Columbia  on  this 
subject,  and  I  know  the  feeling  of  the 
Law  Society  and  of  very  nearly  every 
lawyer  in  the  Province  in  relation  to  it, 
and  I  can  say  that,  with  the  exception  of 
one  firm,  all  the  legal  profession  in 
Biitish  Columbia  to-day  are  in  favor  of 
the  change.  I  believe  that  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Ashcroft  has  certain  reasons 
for  his  opposition  ;  that  there  is  a  very 
great  deal  of  friendship  existing  between 
him  and  the  present  judges  of  the  Pro- 
vince. The  judges  themselves  are 
opposed  to  this  Bill,  and,  in  fact,  they 
are  against  everything  that  is  done  by 
the  present  Government  of  British 
Columbia.  There  is  a  strong  feeling  on 
the  part  of  the  judges  against  the  Local 
Government  to-day.  The  great  reason 
for  the  appointment  of  judges  for  the 
mainland  is  this  :  it  has  been  found  that 
the  expense  entailed  upon  the  Province 
and  upon  the  Dominion  by  holding  a 
sufficient  number  of  Circuit  Courts  in 
British  Columbia  for  the  proper  admin- 
istration of  justice  will  be  very  great, 
and  the  appointment  of  two  additional 
judges  will  do  away  with  the  expense,  to 
a  great  extent.  They  will  be  able  to  do 
the  work  that  the  County  Court  judges 
are  doing,  in  addition  to  the  Supreme 
Court  work,  which  the  present  judges 
are  not  able  to  do.  I  would  refer  to  the 
arguments  made  use  of  by  hon.  gentle- 
men in  another  place,  which,  no  doubt, 
have  been  brought  to  the  notice  of  hgn. 
members  of  this  House.  I  think  those 
arguments  are  very  conclusive.  It  has 
been  shewn  that,  for  the  last  few  years, 
in  Cassiai>  and  Cariboo,  men  have 
been  confined  for  twelve  months,  await- 
ing the  circuit  of  the  Supreme  Court 
Judges,  and  in  some  of  these  cases  the 
accused  have  been  proved,  on  investiga- 
tion, innocent  of  the  charges  for  which 
they  were  incarcerated.  It  is  to  do  away 
with  this  state  of  affairs  that  this  Bill 
has  been  introduced,  and  I  have  been 
very  much  surprised  at  hon.  gentlemen 
in  this  House  from  British  Columbia 
opposing  it,  as  the  whole  feeling  of  the 
people  of  the  Province  is  in  favor  of  the 
measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Who  is 
to  blame  for  the  courts  not  being  held  9 
Hon.  Mr.  Nelson. 


Have  the  judges  ever  refused  to  hold 
them] 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— I  do  not  know 
that  the  judges  have  ever  refused  posi- 
tively to  hold  the  courts,  but  I  know 
that  they  have,  again  and  again,  com- 
plained very  much  about  it.  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  judges*  residence  in  Vic- 
toria, it  was  a  matter  of  complaint,  when 
Confederation  was  being  negotiated,  that 
the  judges  all  resided  in  Victoria,  and 
the  people  on  the  mainland  protested 
against  it,  as  any  person  in  the  interior 
who  had  business  before  the  courts  had 
to  go  to  Victoria,  at  great  expense,  to 
attend  to  it.  The  judges  came  over  to 
the  mainland  to  hold  their  circuits  about 
once  a  year,  and  it  was  understood,  when 
the  last  judge  was  appointed,  that  he 
should  take  up  his  residence  upon  the 
mainland. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— In  any 
remarks  I  may  have  to  make  on  this 
question  I  wish  to  disclaim  any  desire  to 
oppose  the  views  of  the  hon.  gentlemen 
from  British  Columbia  with  reference  to 
the  appointment  of  additional  judges  for 
that  Province.  It  seems  that  these  hon. 
Senators  are  not  absolutely  in  harmony 
themselves  upon  this  point,  and,  there- 
fore, perhaps  it  is  unnecessary  that  I 
should  make  any  apology  for  the  course 
I  feel  bound  to  pursue  in  reference  to  it. 
I  think,  before  this  House  undertakes  to 
sanction  a  bill  which  will  add  to  the 
judiciary  of  the  country,  it  ought  to  take 
a  fair  and  candid  review  of  the  country's 
position  with  regard  to  this  question. 
What  have  we  done  on  former  occasions, 
and  what  did  we  do  last  year  with  refer- 
ence to  the  position  of  the  judges  of  the 
County  Courts,  and  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Prince  Edward  Island,  in  reference  to 
salaries?  Before  we  agree  to  the  ap- 
pointing of  two  additional  judges  at 
salaries  of  $4,000  each  for  British  Co- 
lumbia, we  ought  to  satisfy  ouraelves,  not 
only  that  they  are  necessary,  and  that  we 
can  afford  to  provide  for  their  salaries, 
but  that  equal  justice  has  l>een  done  to 
other  parts  of  the  Dominion.  Last  year, 
waen  the  Bill  to  increase  the  salaries 
of  the  judges  of  the  County  Courts 
in  Prince  Edward  Island  was  before 
the  Senate,  a  promise  of  a  distinct 
character  was  given  by  the  leader  of 
the  Government  in  this   House  that  the 
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question  of  an  increase  to  the  salaries  of 
the  judges   of    Prince    Edward    Island 
should  undergo  consideration  this  year. 
Before  going  further  into  this  subject,  I 
should     like     to    state  to    the    House 
some  of  the  salaries  which  are  now  paid 
to  judges  ill  the  different  provinces  by 
way  of  comparison,  and  to  illustrate  the 
inconsistency    shewn    in    this     matter. 
Leaving  Ontario  and  Quebec  out  of  the 
question,  and   taking   the    Province  of 
Nova  Scotia,  I  find  that  the   Chief  Jus- 
tice  has  a  salary  within  a  fraction   of 
-$5,000  a  year,  and  the  Equity  Judge  is 
paid    an    equal    amount.      Four    other 
judges   receive  $4,000  each.     Then,    as 
to  New  Brunswick,  provision  was  made 
last  year  for  one  additional  judge  on  the 
plea  that  the  work  of  the  courts  was 
getting   into   arrear.     I   find    that    the 
Chief  Justice   of  that   Province  has   a 
salary  of  $5,000,   and   that   the   puisne 
judges  i-eceive  $4,000  each.     Then,  look- 
ing at  Manitoba,  we  find  that  the  Chief 
Justice  of  that  Province  has  a   salary  of 
$5,000   a   year,  and  two  puisne  judges 
receive    $i,000    each.     But    when    we 
come  to  Prince  Edward  Island  we  find 
that      the      Chief      Justice     there    re- 
<;eive8      only     $3,000      a      year,      the 
Master    of     the      Rolls    $2,499,     and 
the   Vice-Chancellor  the  same.       Now, 
compare  those  amounts  with  the  salaries 
proposed  to  be  given  to   the  two  addi- 
tional judges  of  British  Columbia,  and 
you  wi'l  find  that  they  are  to  receive 
about  $1,000  a  year  more  than  the  Chief 
Justice   of  Prince   Edward   Island.     It 
seems   to   me   to   be   very  inconsistent. 
Last  year,  when  the  Bill  to  increase  the 
salaiies  ot   the  County  Court  Judges  of 
Prince  Edwaixi   Island   was   before  the 
Senate,  I  induced  the  leader  of  the  Gov- 
ernment in  this  House  to  state  explicitly 
what  course  they  would  pursue  with  re- 
gard to  the  salaries  of  the  Supreme  Court 
Judges     cf     Prince      Edward      Island. 
I  must  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  gave 
a     very    straightforward     and     explicit 
answer.     He  said,  in  reply  to  the  ques- 
tion, that  he  could  make  no  direct  pro- 
Tnise  that  the  salaries   of  the  Supreme 
Oourt  Judges  of  that  Province  would  be 
increased,  but  he  would  bring  the  subject 
before  the   notice   of    the    Minister  of 
Justice.     I  thought  it  my  duty  to  place 
two  questions  upon  the  order  paper  this 
year,  referring  to  the  same  subject    One 
JETon.  Mr.  Ha^home. 


of  them  was  to  ask  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Militia  whether  he  had  fulfilled  his 
promise  of  last  year  ;  and  the  other, 
whether  he  was  prepared  to  give  effect 
to  the  proi)Osal  to  imcrease  the  salarie/s  of 
our  judges.  His  reply  was,  I  thought, 
quite  candid,  and  T  have  no  reason  to  ob- 
ject to  it,  because  I  attributed  the  failure 
of  the  Government  to  do  anything  in  the 
way  of  increasing  those  salaries  to  the 
fact  that  the  revenue  was  not  in  a  - 
flourishing  condition.  The  tenor  of  the 
reply  was  that  they  were  not  prepared  to 
iHcrease  the  salaries  of  the  Prince 
Edward  Island  judges,  but  at  some 
period,  which  they  were  not  pre- 
pared to  state,  the  whole  question 
of  the  salap-es  of  the  judiciary 
would  be  taken  up.  Now,  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  taken,  after  this  statement 
from  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Government 
in  this  House,  is  not  consistent  when 
they  propose  to  appoint  two  new  judges 
in  British  Columbia  au  $4,000  each  per 
annum,  while  the  salaries  of  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  judges  are 
so  far  below  that  rate.  I  think 
it  would  be  not  only  consonant 
with  the  opinions  of  members  of  this 
House,  but  it  would  also  be  a  very  be- 
coming thing  if  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  postpone  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  and  take  counsel  with  his 
colleagues  to  ascertain  if  something  could 
not  be  done  to  remove  this  inequality  in 
the  salaries  of  the  judiciary. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE— I  do 
not  think  that  the  judges  of  a  province 
such  as  Prince  Edward  Island,  where 
the  expense  of  living  is  so  moderate, 
should  expect  to  receive  as  large  salaries 
as  vhe  judges  of  British  Columbia,  where 
travelling  expenses,  and  the  cost  of 
living  are  so  very  much  higher.  As  to 
the  fact  of  the  judges  residing  at  Vic- 
toria, the  hon.  gentleman  from  British 
Columbia  (Mr.  Nelson)  has  related  a 
very  singular  circumstance,  if  it  be  a 
fact,  that,  in  that  province,  prisoners  have 
been  confined  for  twelve  months  in  jail 
without  an  opportunity  of  having  the 
charges  against  them  tried,  and  when 
they  were  investigated,  they  were  found 
to  be  innocent.  If  such  is  the  state  of 
affairs,  it  is  time  the  Go\  emment  should 
step  in  and  make  a  changa  If  the 
judges  of  Victoria  refuse  to  go  outside  of 


Digitized  by 


Google 


252 


B.  C,  Sv^etne 


[SENATE.] 


€ourt  Judges'  Bill, 


the  limits  of  the  Island  to  adminbter 
the  law  in  a  country  of  such  extent  as 
British  Columbia,  it  is  time  the  Govern- 
ment should  make  some  other  provision 
for  the  administration  of  justice  in  the 
Province.  It  does  appear  that  the 
species  of  law  which  had  been  admin- 
istered in  the  Province  when  it  was 
a  crown  colony  is  not  adapted  to  the 
j)resent  circumstances  of  the  coun- 
try. The  wants  of  the  people  have  out- 
gix)wn  the  capacity  of  the  old  system, 
and  the  Government  have  found  it  neces- 
sary to  provide  that  the  gentlemen  who 
administer  justice  in  British  Columbia 
shall  be,  as  they  are  in  other  provinces 
of  the  Dominion,  skilled  in  the  law  and 
competent  to  fill  their  judicial  positions. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  interests  of  that 
large  country  imperatively  demjmd  the 
services  now  asked  for,  and  I  do  not 
think  we  would  be  discharging  our  duty 
in  this  Chamber  were  we  to  refuse  this 
Bill.  When  the  measure  was  before  the 
House  last  session,  we  were  largely  in- 
fluenced by  the  hon.  gentlemen  who 
represent  that  section  of  the  country  in 
this  Chamber.  Although  I  voted  on  that 
occasion  against  this  Bill,  I  shall  support 
it  now,  under  the  circumstances  that  have 
been  explained  to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— With  per- 
mission of  the  House,  I  lise,  for  two 
minutes,  to  correct  the  idea  entertained 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  New  West- 
minster and  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down,  that  it  is  owing  to  the 
disinclination  of  the  judges  to  travel  into 
the  interior  that  prisoners  have  been  in- 
carcerated for  some  considerable  time 
awaiting  their  trial.  The  only  I'eason 
why  such  hardship  has  occurred  is  owing 
to  the  supineness  of  local  authorities  in 
directing  assizes  to  be  held,  and  the  dis- 
inclination of  the  Dominion  Government 
to  meet  the  expense  of  more  than  one 
annual  circuit  of  the  judges ;  and  that, 
on  account  of  such  causes,  there  has  only 
been  one  circuit  of  the  Sapreme  Court 
during  the  last  three  yeara,  instead  of  two 
annually  as  formerly.  The  expense  of  a 
circuit  seems  to  be  from  $1,200  to  $1,400, 
and,  to  avoid  this,  the  Dominion  (Govern- 
ment, at  the  instance  of  the  Local  Grov- 
emment,  seem  inclined  to  incuran  expense 
of  $8,000  as  the  salaries  of  two  more 
judges  of  the  Supreme  Court.  If  the  | 
hon.  gentleman  will  excuse  me,  I  must ' 
Hon,  Mr,  Macfarlane, 


Bay  it  is  simply  childish  to  urge  in  this^ 
House  such  arguments  in  support  of  his 
views. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— According  to 
certain  statements  that  have  been  made 
in  another  place,  there  will  be  very  little 
difference  in  the  cost  of  the  two  systems. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Two  hundred 
dollars  a  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— Moi-e  cor- 
rectly $3,00a  a  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  NELSON— With  regard  to 
the  salaries  of  judges  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  refer  ed  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  that  Province  (Mr.  Haythome),  I 
think  he  might  take  into  consideration 
the  fact  that  British  Columbia,  with  her 
small  population,  contributes  double  the 
amount  of  revenue  to  the  Dominion  that 
the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
does  ;  and,  to  enable  the  Province  to  do 
so,  the  earnings  of  every  individual  must 
be  at  least  three  times  that  of  the  Prince 
Edward  Islanders,  and  the  payment  to  her 
judges  should  be  therefore  somethinij  in 
proportion  to  the  earnings  of  her  people. 
Viewed  in  that  light,  the  salaries  of  the 
judges  are  anything  but  excessive. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land makes  out  a  very  strong  case  for  a 
leconsideration  of  the  salaries  of  judges 
in  that  Proviace.  I  have  already  given 
assurance  that  the  Government  ^l  take 
the  general  subject  into  consideration. 
The  present  case  is  rather  favorable  to 
his  vitws  than  otherwise  as  to  the  incon- 
sistency of  the  Government,  because  we 
are  fixing  the  scale  of  salaries  which  it 
is  proposed  to  provide  for  these  judges 
when  the  matter  comes  to  be  considered. 
With  reference  to  the  question  put  to  me 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Macdonald),  I  have  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  the  Government  of  the  Domin- 
ion, whatever  course  may  be  followed  in 
the  future,  do  not  consider  that  they  are 
absolutely  bound  by  the  decisions  of 
the  local  legislatures  on  such  questions 
as  this,  but  I  admit  that  a  decision  of  the 
Local  Legislature  should  receive  great 
weight  and  consideration  from  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  Dominion.  They  have- 
the  jftrisdiction  in  the  matter,  and  we 
are  bound  to  respect  here  the  opinions  of 
the  provinces.  With  reference  to  the 
expenditure,  I  may  add  that  the  differ- 
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ence  between  the  cost  of  the  present  sys- 
tem and  the  expeMditiu^  which  the 
present  Bill  intends  to  ci*eate  is  only 
*bout  $200  a  year,  and  when  we  fimd 
that  this  is  the  dispute  as  between  the 
two  systems,  and  that  the  Local  Legis- 
lature has  asked  for  tliis  measure,  and 
that  the  House  of  Commons  has,  on  two 
occasions,  passed  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  it  is 
time  that  this  House  should  give  it  favor- 
able consideration,  and  assent  to  its  being 


The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

AN  OMISSION. 

Senator  Alexander  having  eliminated 
from  the  report  of  his  speech  of  Thurs- 
day, April  1st,  his  personal  references  to 
the  leader  of  tie  Government,  the  fol- 
lowing apology,  which  he  subsequently 
made,  was  omitted  from  the  official 
report;  it  is  now  published  at  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Alexander's  request : — 

«  Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  rose  to  explain 
that,  when  he  addressed  the  Senate,  he  was 
nnder  the  impression  that  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Militia  had  sprung  the  subject  upon  the  House, 
whereas  the  hon.  Senator  from  Richmond 
had  introduced  it.  He  (Mr.  Alexander) 
therefore  felt  it  due  to  himself  and  to  the 
Senate  to  make  this  explanation :  That  he  had 
charged  unjustly  the  leader  of  the  Qovemment 
with  having  acted  in  an  unparliamentary 
manner.^ 

The  House  adjourned  at  6  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Tuesday  y  April  6th,  HSO, 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Pi*ayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

NEW  SENATOR. 

Hon.  T.  N.  GIBBS,  tlie  newly- 
appointed  Senator  was  introduced,  and, 
having  taken  and  subscribed  the  oath  of 
office,  took  his  seat. 

THIRD   READINGS. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  from  the  Com- 
VEittee  on  Kailways,  Telegraphs  and 
Harbors,  reported,  without  amendment, 
the  following  Bills,  which  were  then 
read  the  third  time  and  passed  : — 
Hon.  Sir  Alex.  CampbelL 


Bill  (47)  *'  Respecting  the  Great 
Western  and  Lake  Ontario  Sh^re  Junc- 
tion Railway  Company." — (Mr.  Mc- 
Master.) 

Bill  (25)  "  To  authorize  the  establish- 
ment of  Superannuation,  Provident  and 
Insurance  Funds  by  the  Great  Western 
Railway  Company.*' — (Mr.   McMaster.) 

Bill  (23)  "  To  give  certain  powers  to 
the  CompagniQ  Fran^aise  du  T^l^graphe 
de  Paris  k  New  York."— (Mr.  Trudel.) 

THE    BELL     TELEPHONE    COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

REPORTED    FROM   THE   COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  moved  concurrence 
in  the  amendments  made  by  the 
Committee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs 
and  Harbors  to  Bill  (17)  "  To 
incorporate  *  The  Bell  Telephone 
Company  of  Canada.' "  He  said : 
The  Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbors, 
in  presenting  the  report  of  that  Commit- 
tee upon  this  Bill,  tojk  occasion  to  point 
out  the  several  amendments  which  had 
been  made  to  it,  and  the  effect  of  them. 
It  is,  therefore,  unnecessary  for  me  to 
say  anything  further  about  them.  I 
move  concuirence  in  the  amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL—I  am  of  opinion 
that  the  Bill,  as  amended  by  the  Com- 
mittee, should  not  pass  in  its  present 
shape,  and  that  still  further  amendments 
or  alterations  are  necessary.  Although 
a  member  of  the  Committee  to  which  the 
Bill  was  referred,  I  did  not  know 
exactly  how  to  supply  the  remedy  to  the 
objection  which  struck  me  when  I  ex- 
amined the  Bill,  and,  if  I  am  in  order,  I 
shall  move  that  the  Bill  be  re-committed 
for  further  consideration.  The  number 
of  telegraph  bills  before  Parliament  now, 
I  think,  is  five  or  six,  and  I,  in  common 
with  others,  feel  there  is  a  danger  that, 
unless  special  care  is  taken  with  diem,  we 
may  fall  into  the  difficulty  which  was 
attempted  to  be  avoided  by  the  General 
Telegraph  Act  of  1875.  The  great 
monopoly  which  exists  in  this  form  of 
enterprise,  and  which  has  now  got  its 
hands  completely  on  some  of  the  pro- 
vinces, may  still  further  take  possession 
of  the  tel^raphy  of  Canada.  I  shall,  as 
briefly  as  possible,  state  my  position.  It 
is  this:  Of  course  all  legislation  here 
should  be  'as  much  for  the  smaller  por- 
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tions    of    tbe     Dominion    as    for    the 
larger.     If  I  want  to  send  a  telegram 
to    Prince    Edward     Island,    it     costs 
me,  to   Sackville,  which  is  about  seven- 
eighths  or  nine-tenths  of  the  entire  dis- 
tance, tweny-five  cents,  and  for  the  other 
one-eighth  or  one-tenth  of  the  distance, 
the    charge    is  fifty  cents.     There  is  a 
monopoly   in  perpetuity,   strange  as    it 
may   sound    to   some    hon.    gentlemen, 
granted  to  one  of  those  companies.     The 
rate  of  fifty  cents  has  been  established 
from  Sackville  to  any  point  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  in  addition  to  a  bonus  of 
82,000,  which   is  about  ten  per  cent,  on 
the  capital  invested,  certainly  on  the  cost 
of  the  cable,  if  not  on  the  whole.     I 
believe  that,   unless  the  Act  of  1875   is 
made  full  use  of  by  inserting  this  clause 
in  each  one  of  these  Bills  before  Parlia- 
ment,   the  same  monopoly  is   likely  to 
spread  over  every  province.     The  amal- 
gamations, connections,  associations  and 
poolings  of  the  whole  telegraphic  system 
are   even   more   difficult  to   understand 
than  the  fifteen  puzzle.     The  alterations 
which  I  suggest  to  this  Bill  are  simple, 
and  perhaps   would   be   received  by  its 
promoters.      In  section  4,  first  line,  I 
would  iusert  after  the  word  "  authority," 
"  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  28 
of  this  Act,"  which  would  render  neces- 
sary the  addition  of  a  clause,  as  there 
are  only   twenty-seven   sections   as   the 
Bill  now  stands.     That  additional  clause 
would  read,  "  The  provisions  of  the  Act, 
38  Victoria,  chapter  26,  shall  apply  to 
this  corporation."     I  hoped  to  have  had 
some  full   and   definite   information   to 
submit  to  the  House  to-day  in  relation 
to  this  matter,  but   other  engagements 
prevented  me  from  procuring  it.     If  it 
be  in  order  to  recommit  the  Bill,  which 
would  involve  a  delay  of  only  a  day  or 
two,  I  should  desire  to  have  it  done. 

Hon.  Mr*  DICKEY— As  Chairman  of 
the  Committee,  I  would  point  out  that 
this  is  not  the  proper  time  to  bring  up 
this  question  before  the  House.  The 
Bill  will  have  to  take  another  stage,  and 
at  the  third  reading  it  will  be  open  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  offer  any  amendment 
that  he  thinks  proper  to  make. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Does  the 
hon.  gentleman  approve  of  the  amend- 
ments that  have  been  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  Bill  1 

Hon.  Mr.  Oarvell.     ' 


Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL-^I  do. 

The  amendments  were  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— I  should  like  U> 
kVow  if  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Carvell)  intends  to  persist  in  pressing  his 
amendments  %  He  had  ample  opportunity 
to  bring  them  forward  in  the  Committee, 
when  the  solicitor  of  the  Company  was 
present  and  everybody  was  williiag  to 
hear  his  objections.  There  was  no  oppo- 
sition to  the  report  in  the  Committee  of 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  was  himself  a 
member.  He  has  not  stated  what  the- 
effect  of  those  amendments  would  be,  and 
what  he  desires  to  prevent  or  accomplish. 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  the 
third  time  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— I  give  notica 
that,  when  the  Bill  comes  up  for  third 
reading,  I  shall  then  press  my  amend- 
ments. 

TEMPERANCE  ACT  (1878)  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND   BEADINO. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  (K)  "  To  remove 
doubts  as  to  the  true  intent  and  meaning 
of  sub-section  two  of  section  nine 
of  *The  Canada  Temperantje  Act, 
1878,*  and  to  further  amend  the 
said  Act."  He  said :  This  measure 
deals,  not  with  the  principles  of  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  but  with  its 
details.  The  fi)*st  amendment  is  to  de- 
fine more  clearly  what  sub-section  two 
of  section  nine  is.  That  sub-section  pro- 
vides that  no  polling  of  votes  under  the 
Temperance  Act  shall  take  place  on  the 
same  day  that  an  election  is  being  held 
in  the  same  constituency  for  a  member  to 
serve  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada  or 
any  of  ihe  local  legislatures.  A  case 
occurred  this  last  summer,  in  one  of  our 
western  counties,  where  a  proclamation 
was  issued  for  taking  a  vote  under  the 
Temperance  Act,  and  afterwards  a  pro- 
clamation was  issued  by  the  Government 
of  Ontario,  bringing  on  the  local  elections. 
The  nominations  for  the  latter  were  held 
a  few  days  before  the  polling  for  the 
Temperance  Act.  It  has  been  held  that 
what  is  understood'by  election  day  is  the 
time  which  intervenes  between  the 
nomination  and  the  close  of  the  polls. 
If     that      is      a      correct     definition^ 
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it  might  happen  that  the  decision 
upon  the  temperance  question  was 
illegal.  The  proclamation  having  been 
issued,  the  Government  was  powerless 
to  recall  it,  or  to  issue  a  new  proclama- 
tion. The  sub-section  is  amended  by  pro- 
viding that  the  true  intent  and  meaning 
of  it  is  that  the  word  "  election"  therein 
refers  only  to  the  pollyig  of  votes,  so 
that  the  voting  for  the  Canada  Temper- 
ance Act  cannot  take  place  on  the  same 
day  as  the  polling  for  a  member  to  serve 
in  the  Dominion  Parliament,  or  in  any 
of  the  local  legislatures.  The  second 
section  refers  to  something  that  was  not 
known  at  the  time  that  the  Temperance 
Act  was  passed,  or  if  it  was  known,  it 
was  not  mentioned  when  the  measure 
was  under  consideration  in  the  Senate. 
The  second  part  of  the  Temperance  Act 
could  only  be  brought  into  force  con- 
tingent upon  licenses  being  issjied.  Now, 
in  some  counties  in  the  Maritime  Pro- 
vinces, licenses  are  not  issued,  and,  in 
such  places,  the  Act  could  not  be  put  in 
force.  This  clause  provides  a  remedy 
for  that  difficulty. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BUILDING    SOCIETIES'  RELIEF     BILL. 
SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (F)  "  For  the  relief  of 
Permanent  Building  Societies  and  Loan 
Companies."  He  said :  This  Bill  is 
the  outgrowth  of  the  returns  which 
ought  to  have  been  made  to  the 
Minister  of  Finance  by  these  societies. 
In  some  cases  applications  were  made 
by  these  companies  to  the  Finance  De- 
partment for  blank  forms,  which  were 
forwarded  to  them  ;  but  these  even  when 
filled  up,  it  appears  did  not  meet  the 
requircDients  of  their  special  acts  of  incor- 
poratioD.  In  most  cases  the  penalty 
attached  to  failure  to  do  so,  is  $100 
for  every  day  that  elapses  from  the 
time  that  the  returns  should  be  made 
nntil  the  provisions  of  the  Act  are  com- 
plied with,  and  the  prosecutor  gets 
one-half  of  the  amount.  It  appears 
that  in  one  of  the  western  counties, 
some  person  who  was  aggrieved  by 
the  action  of  one  of  those 
companies  and  was  aware  that  its  returns 
-were  incomplete,  entered  suit  against  it 
and  a  number  of  others.  One  case  was 
pushed  in  the  courts,  and  a  verdict  for 
Hon.  Mr,  Aikina, 


some  $1,000  and  costs,  I  understand, 
was  obtained.  The  other  societies,  I 
believe,  arranged  with  the  prosecutor 
and  the  suits  were  withdrawn.  It  is 
thought  desirable  that  these  societies 
should  not  remain  in  such  a  position. 
They  were  not  wholly  to  blame  for  it. 
They  knew  the  provisions  of  their  acts  of 
incorporation,  it  is  true,  but  still  they 
were  not  so  very  blameable  in  the  matter. 
It  is  thought  desirable  that  a  form  of 
returns  to  be  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  embodied  in  this  measure. 
There  is  a  clause  which  also  refers  to 
loan  companies  incorporated  under  the 
Canada  Joint  Stock  Companies*  Act,  and 
under  special  charters,  and  companies 
incorporated  without  the  limits  of  Can- 
ada and  doing  business  here,  which  pro- 
vides that  these  companies  shall  make 
returns  similar  to  building  societies. 
These  societies  having  had  recognition 
of  their  acts  of  incorporation  by  the  On- 
tario Legislature,  that  body  has  passed 
an  act  somewhat  similar  to  this  in  its 
provisions,  furnishing  a  form  of  the  re- 
turn that  was  to  be  made  from  year  U> 
year.  I  think  the  provisions  of  this 
measui-e,  when  thoroughly  examined, 
will  commend  themselves  to  the  House. 
I  move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  have  not  the 
Bill  by  me  at  the  present  moment,  but  I 
have  looked  at  it  and  scanned  its  pro- 
visions as  well  as  I  could.  Speaking 
from  memory  of  those  provisions,  it  ap- 
pears to  me  that  the  state  of  the  law  was, 
as  it  has  been  explained  by  my  hon.  friend 
who  introduced  this  Bill,  that,  under  the 
existing  Act,  the  companies  wero  obliged 
to  make  a  return  upon  oath,  and  the 
ejffect  of  this  Bill,  it  is  well  the  House 
should  understand  it,  is  to  relieve  those 
companies  from  any  penalties  for 
making  the  returns  contrary  to  law, 
because  it  validates  returns  made  with- 
out oath.  That  being  the  case,  it  is  of 
some  importance,  not  only  with  respect 
to  the  legislation  which  is  to  relieve 
those  parties,  but  also  as  to  the  futuro. 
We  have  now  a  new  provision,  that 
returns  shall  be  made  giving  more  de- 
tails, but  that  those  returns  shall  be 
made  on  oath.  I  think  that,  in  legisla- 
tion of  this  kind,  we  should  understand 
whether  it  is  intended  to  be  permanent 
or  not,  or  if  these  provisions,  good  as 
they  aro,  I  admit,  are  to  be  followed  by 
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other  legislation  hereafter  to  i-elieve  par- 
ties from  the  penalties  for  not  attending 
to  these  requirements.  The  legislation 
]»roposed  is  that  all  prosecutions  here- 
after shall  be  under  the  dii-ection  of  the 
Governor  in  Council.  That  may  or  may 
not  be  a  good  provision,  but,  at  all  events, 
it  may  follow  that,  if  these  companies  do 
not  comply  with  the  strict  letter  of  the 
law,  they  will  be  relieved  again  by  legis- 
lation. There  ought  to  be  some  ex- 
pression froM  members  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  House  to  shew  that  this 
legislation  is  to  be  final,  and  that  it  is  not 
expected  that  the  companies  will  be 
relieved  by  any  future  legislation  if  they 
fail  to  comply  with  the  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— Yes,  I  so  under- 
stan«l  it  that  it  is  final,  but  no  hon.  gen- 
tlemen in  this  House  is  in  a  position  to 
say  what  the  legislation  of  the  future 
may  be ;  but  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  that  I  do  not  think  it  is  desirable 
that  we  should  have  legislation  so  fre- 
quently in  reference  to  these  corporations. 
The  returns  made  by  all  those  companies 
should  be  uniform,  and  they  should  all 
be  compelled  to  make  them.  In  the 
Canada  Joint  Stock  Companies*  Act, 
passed  in  1877,  we  find  that  the  loan 
companies  organized  under  it  have  to 
make  returns,  but  there  is  no  penalty  if 
they  fail  to  do  so.  They  make 
the  returns  or  not,  just  as  they  please  ; 
The  form  of  affidavit  to  be  made  as  to 
returns  is  changed  by  this  measure. 
Anybody  who  knows  anything  of  the 
working  of  these  large  corporations 
must  be  aware  that  it  is  a  physical  im- 
possibility to  make  the  examination  re- 
quired to  take  the  necessary  affi- 
davit. The  penalty  is  $50  a  day  for 
every  day  they  do  not  make  their 
returns  after  a  certain  date,  but 
not  to  exceed,  in  the  whole,  $1,000. 
The  prosecutor  in  the  case  shall 
be  the  Minister  of  Justice. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDEIU-I  claim 
permission  only  to  observe  that  there 
appears  to  me  to  be  an  anomaly  or  defect 
in  the  British  North  America  Act,  in 
reference  to  this  matter,  and  that  is 
the  power  to  enact  such  laws  governing 
Permanent  and  Loan  Societies  rests  with 
both  the  Ltcal  and  the  Dominion  Legis- 
latures, and  when  we  are  changing  or 
oonsolidating  the  laws  goreming  Perma- 
JBon,  Mr.  Dickey. 


nent  Building  Societies,  we  should  be 
fully  aware  what  laws  have  been  passed 
in  this  connection  by  the  Local  Legis- 
lature of  Ontario.  We  are,  as  it  were, 
l^islating  in  the  dark,  and  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  fact  in 
order  that  the  leader  of  the  Government 
may  bring  to  the  notice  of  his  colleagues 
that  this  is  an  anomaly  or  defect  in 
the  Union  Act  that  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Ministry.  It  appears 
to  me  that  there  are  some  amend- 
ments now  required  to  the  British  North 
America  Ac'^,  and  that  application  should 
be  made  to  the  Imperial  Parliament  at 
an  early  day  in  this  direction.  The 
anomaly  is  that  two  legislatures  should 
be  vested  with  full  power  to  deal  with 
the  same  questions  without  either  know- 
ing what  the  other  may  have 
done,  and  I  simply  cajl  attention  to 
this  particular  point  to  shew  that, 
from  practical  observation,  the  Union 
Act  requires  some  amendments 
without  so  many  suggestions  from  Min- 
isters. Gentlemen  occupying  the  position 
of  ministers  of  the  Crown  ought  to  know 
what  ii  necessary  to  secure  the  proper 
administration  of  the  Government.  So 
in  regard  to  railway  companies.  The 
power  of  legislation  rests  with  both 
legislatures,  which  anomaly  should  be 
corrected.  I  know  of  acts  of  this  Par- 
liament which  conflict  with  acts  of  the 
local  legislature,  and  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  give  their  best  con- 
sideration to  this  defect  in  the  working 
of  the  Union  Act.  No  one  expects  that 
acts  of  parliament  are  so  perfect  as  to 
be  incapable  of  amendment ;  but,  after  a 
trial  of  thirteen  years,  we  are  now 
beginning  to  discover  anomalies  in  the 
Union  Act  which  should  be  i-emoved. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
question  which  arises  in  this  particular 
Bill,  and  the  reason  why  it  is  made  a 
subject  of  legislation  by  both  legisla- 
tures, is  this :  that  with  reference  to 
many  topics,  the  interests  affected  by 
the  Bill  are  altogether  local,  but  in  refer- 
ence to  one  question,  the  right  to  fix  the 
amount  of  interest,  it  is  one  which  the 
local  legislature  cannot  settle;  and, 
tlierefore,  these  societies  are  obliged  to 
go  to  both  legislatures.  The  difficulty 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  points  out  is 
one  which  cannot  be  settled  by  legisla- 
tion.    Legislation  has  already  done  all 
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that  it  can  do.  [t  is  to  be  settled  in  Par- 
liament by  contestation.  We  niiisc  as- 
certain by  experience,  and  we  shall 
gradually  settle  down,  I  trust,  into  an 
.accurate  knowledge  of  the  i-elative  powers 
of  both  Parliament  and  local  legislatures.  I 
do  not  think  it  probable  anything  more  can 
be  done  by  the  Imperial  Parliament  in 
.the  matter,  as  suggested  by  the  hon. 
member  from  "Woodstock.  The  language 
of  the  British  North  America  Act  is  as 
plain  as  can  well  be  used  by  the  Imperial 
Legislature  in  creating  a  constitution  for 
a  province  or  colony  of  the  Empire.  We 
must  trust  to  experience  and  the  decisions 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  we  shall,  by 
slow  steps,  arrive  at  accurate  conclusions 
on  these  difficult  questions. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  desire 
to  take  this  opportunity  of  recording  my 
own  opinion  that  it  would  be  in  the 
interest  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  if  the 
power  to  legislate  for  railways  and  loan 
societies  were  taken  away  from  the  local 
legislatures  and  vested  solely  in  the 
Legislature  of  the  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  YIDAL — It  is  quite  clear 
that  we  have  not  the  power  to  deal  with 
that  question,  but  such  is  not  the  case 
with  the  Bill  now  before  us.  The  Sth 
section  provides  against  any  conflict  of 
jurisdiction  between  the  Dominion  and 
Local  Legislatures,  for  it  distinctly  states 
that  the  Bill  applies  only  to  companies 
incorporated  by  Act  of  the  Parliament  of 
Canada — societies  and  associations  which 
are  authorized  to  lend  money  by  Act  of 
this  Parliament ;  consequently  those  so- 
cieties exercising  powers  under  the  legis- 
lation of  any  particular  Province  do  not 
really  come  under  its  provisions. 

Hon,  Mr.  AI  KINS— Although  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Woodstock  may  not 
have^  much  confidence  in  the  Ontario 
Legislature,  this  Bill  is  not  made  contin- 
gent on  the  coui-se  they  have  pursued, 
but  they  have  legislated  in  the  same 
direction  as  this  measure  is  taking. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— So  far  as  I  can 
understand  the  Union  Act,  the  local 
legislature  has  no  power  to  confer  bank- 
ing powers,  yet  those  loan  societies  are 
enabled  to  take  deposits  and  loan  them 
out  That  is  an  act  of  banking,  pure 
and  simple,  just  as  much  so  as  the  issu- 
ing of  promissory  notes  by  the  other 
H(ya,  Sir,  Alex,  Campbell, 


banking  institutions,  and  I  consider 
that  tho  Dominion  Parliament  is 
the  only  power  competent  to  deal 
with  such  societies.  This  BDl  might  be 
more  properly  named,  "  An  Act  for  the 
relief  of  certain  Permanent  Building 
Societies,"  beeause  they  have  not  all 
made  the  same  mistake,  and  some  of 
them  do  not  require  this  Act,  as  they 
have  made  their  returns  in  accordance 
with  the  statute. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 


BRITISH    COLUMBIA    SUPREME  COURT 
JUDGES'  BILL. 

IN   COMMITTEE. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  Bill  (44)  "  To  provide  for 
the  salaries  of  two  additional  Judges  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  British  Columbia." 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN  reported  the 
Bill  from  the  Committee  without  amend- 
ment. 

Ordered  that  the  Bill  be  read  the  third 
time  to-morrow. 

THE    SAULT    STE.    MARIE    RAILWAY. 
EXPLANATION. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Before  this 
House  adjourns,  I  desire  to  correct  an 
error  arising  out  of  the  debate  of  yester- 
day. I  understood  my  hon.  friend  from 
Halifax  (Mr.  Power)  to  state,  in  answer 
to  some  observations  of  mine  in  refer- 
ence to  what  took  place  last  year,  in  the 
debate  in  which  he  took  a  prominent 
part,  that  it  was  strange  I  did  not  give 
utterance  to  the  same  sentiments  that  I 
did  yesterday.  I  have  taken  the 
trouble  to  refer  to  the  debate  in  question, 
and  I  find  that,  while  the  resolution  was 
under  discussion,  I  am  reported  as  hav- 
ing said : — 

"  I  certainly  do  not  rise  to  interpose  in  any 
way  between  the  two  hon.  members  who  haye 
just  spoken,  but  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
do  justice  to  my  hon.  friend  for  Saugeen. 
With  reference  to  the  propriety  of  construct- 
ing that  Georgian  Bay  Branch,  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  I  am,  and  always  have 
been,  utterly  opposed  to  it.  My  hon .  friend 
for  Sangeen  took  the  ground  several  years 
ago — and  I  supported  him  on  that  question — 
that  it  was  unwise  to  enter  upon  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Pacific  Railway  from  the  proposed 
eastern  terminus  of  it  to  Red  River.  His 
view,  which  I  shared,  was  that,  on  the  connec- 
tion being  made  by  the  Canada  Central  with 
the  eastern  terminus,  the  line  should  be  con- 

17 


Digitized  by 


Google 


258 


Qualification 


[SENATE.] 


of  Senators, 


tinaed  by  the  north  side  of  Lake  Ni pissing  to 
Sanlt  Ste.  Marie,  so  as  to  bring  it  in  connec- 
tion with  the  navigation  of  Lake  Superior, 
and  also  with  projected  American  railwajrs, 
thus  affording  a  continuous  connection  by 
rail  with  the  North- West.  But  at  that  time 
there  was  a  prejudice  against  connecting  with 
the  Northern  Pacific  Railway,  which  prevent- 
ed that  project  from  being  entertained.  We 
also  contended  that  the  proper  mode  of  con- 
structing the  road  was  to  commence  where  it 
could  be  built  in  the  easiest  manner,  and  where 
the  effect  of  commencing  that  work  would  be 
to  settle  the  North- West ;  and,  therefore,  we 
advocated  that  the  line  should  be  commenced 
at  Ued  River,  and  built  westward.  Looking 
back  at  those  long  years  of  surveys  and  enor- 
mous expenditure,  I  believe  that  if  this  course 
had  been  adopted  we  would  have  had,  by  this 
time,  railway  communication  half  way  to  the 
foot  of  the  Rocky  Mountains. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACPHERSON— Hear,  hear. 
<»Hou.  Mr.  DICKEY—That  proposition  was 
not  entertained.  1  believe  that  my  hon. 
friend  and  I  stood  alone — to  use  an  Irishism 
— ^on  that  question,  and  the  sense  of  the  coun- 
try, exasperated  by  the  opposition  of  the 
Northern  Pacific  Railway,  was  entirely  opposed 
to  the  project.  I  believe  that  the  true  policy 
for  the  c  untry  and  for  Quebec,after  subsidising 
the  extension  of  the  Canada  Central  to  the 
point  south-east  of  Lake  Nipissing,  fixed  by 
the  Act  of  Parliament  as  the  terminus,  would 
be  to  continue  north  of  that  lake  to  Sault  Ste 
Marie,  where  it  could  secure  the  rapidly  de- 
veloping trade  of  the  North- West.  I  do  not 
rise  to  argue  the  qu<  stion  at  large,  but  merely 
to  state  my  opinion,  and  my  reasons  for  the 
course  I  shall  adopt  on  this  motion ;  and  I 
should  hope  that  some  arrangement  might  be 
made,  even  yet,  with  the  contractors  who  are 
constructing  this  road  under  a  contract  which 
the  late  Government  ought  never  to  have 
made,  to  transfer  the  enormous  expenditure 
inevitable  in  the  construction  of  the  line  to 
the  mouth  of  French  River,  to  extend  the  line 
to  Sault  Ste .  Ttfarie  instead . " 

These  are  the  sentiments  which  I  gave 
utterance  to  then,  and  which  I  repeated 
yesterday,  and,  therefore,  my  hon.  friend 
is  under  a  misapprehension  when  he  sup- 
poses that  I  did  not  express  these  views 
last  year,  as  well  as  a  great  many  years 
ago,  before  he  was  a  member  of  this 
Chamber. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Last  year  I  did 
not  catch  the  remarks  which  have  just 
been  quoted  by  my  hon.  friend. 

The  subject  then  dropped. 

The  House  adjourned  at  4.10  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Wednesday,  April  7th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

The  following  Bills  were  read  the 
third  time  and  passed  : — 

Bill  (29)  "To  amend  the  Act  entitled 
an  Act  to  incorporate  the  Anchor 
Marine  Insurance  Company." — (Mr.  Ben- 
son.) 

Bill  (51)  *<To  amend  the  Act  to  grant 
additional  powers  to  the  Quebec  &  Gulf 
Ports  Steamship  Company." — (Mr.  Belle- 
rose  ) 

Bill  (33)  "To.  amend  and  re-enact,  as 
amended,  the  Act  incoi'porating  the  Do- 
minion Grange  of  the  Patrons  of  Hus- 
bandry of  Canada."— .(Mr    Flint.) 

Bill  (35)  "  Respecting  the  Niag^-ra 
Grand  Island  Bridge  Company." — (Mr. 
Dickson.) 

Bill  (44)  "To  provide  for  the  salaries  of 
two  additional  judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  British  Columbia."— -(Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 


THE  QUALIFICATION  OF  SENATORS. 
MOTION    POSTPONED. 

The  motion  having  been  called  for  the 
adoption  of  an  additional  rule  of  the 
Senate,  requiring  each  member  of  the 
Senate,  within  ten  days  thereafter,  and 
subsequently  within  the  first  twenty 
days  of  the  first  Session  of  each  Parlia- 
ment, to  make  and  file  .with  the  Clerk  a 
renewed  declaration  of  his  "property 
qualification,"  and  making  it  the  duty  of 
the  Clerk  to  lay  on  the  table  of  the 
House  a  list  of  those  members  who  have 
complied /with  such  rule, 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER  said:  On 
"Wednesday  of  last  week,  when  this  motion 
was  called,  the  leader  of  the  Government 
in  this  House  was  kind  enough,  at  my 
request,  to  postpone  it  until  to-day.  I 
was  then  under  the  impression  that  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  would  be  hera 
this  afternoon,  but,  by  a  telegram  from 
him,  I  find  he  will  not  be  here  until 
Friday.  As  this  is  a  very  important 
matter,  affecting  all  the  members  of  the- 
House,  and  as  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 


Uon,  Mr,  Dicley. 
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lion   cannot  be  present  to-day,  I  would 

request  the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  House 

to  let  the  motion  stand  till  Friday  next. 

The  motion  was  postponed  accordingly. 

THE  PRINTING  OP  PARLIAMENT. 

SEVENTH   REPORT   OF   THE   PRINTING  COM- 
MITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  ST  .*^PSON  moved  the  adop- 
tion of  the  seventh  report  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Printing. 

The  motion  was  agreed  t:. 

BUILDING  S0CI1.TIE8  RELIEF  BILL. 
IN    COMMITTEE. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  Bill  (F),  **  For  the  relief 
of  Permanent  Building  Societies  and 
Loan  Companies."' 

On  the  third  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  asked  whether  the 
Bill  did  not  go  a  little  fuilher  than  to 
relieve  those  companies  from  the  penalties 
provided  by  the  various  statutes  incor- 
porating them  for  neglecting  to  make 
and  forward  certain  statements  and  affi- 
davits. He  wished  to  know  whether 
this  clanse  would  not  prevent  an  indi- 
vidual who  might,  in  an  action  against 
him  by  a  society,  plead  their  neglect, 
from  putting  in  that  plea.  He  thought 
some  amendment  was  necessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  ATKINS  said  that  an  indi- 
Tidual  in  that  case  might  call  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  of  Justice 
or  the  Minister  of  Finance  to  the  fact, 
and  in  that  way  see  that  the  provisions 
of  the  law  were  fully  complied  with. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  asked  whether  it 
would  not  be  as  well  to  insert  an  amend- 
ment, such  as  he  had  suggested  ? 

Hen.    Mr.    ATKINS  did   not   think 
there  was  any  necessity  for  it. 
The  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  snb-section  F,  5  th  clause, 
Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  moved  that  the  sub- 
section be  amended  by  striking  out  all 
the  words  after  "  upon  it,"  and  inserting 
the  following  : — **  the  mortgage  money 
due  thereon  collected  by  foreclosure  of 
mortgage,  or  sale  of  mortgage  property." 
The  clause  would  then  read  as  follows  : — 
•*  The  number  and  aggregate  amount  of 
Eon*  Mr,  Pelktier. 


mortgages  upon  it,  etc."  He  said  the 
words  "  compulsory  proceedings  "  were 
very  indefinite.  Some  persons  imagined 
that  if  a  lawyer  sent  a  letter  demanding 
payment  it  was  a  compulsory  proceed- 
ing. He  wished  to  have  the  definition 
so  clear  that  everybody  could  understand 
the  meaning  of  the  sub-section. 

Hon.  Mr.  ATKINS  contended  that- 
the  amendment  went  further  than  was 
intended  by  the  sub-section.  He  did  not 
think  the  language  of  the  clause  could  be 
improved,  and  he  was  decidedly  opposed 
to  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  wished  to  know 
what  the  words  *'  compulsory  proceed- 
ings "  meant  1 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKTNS  said,  as  lie  under- 
stood it,  in  the  foreclosure  of  a  mort- 
gage the  initiatory  steps  would  be  com- 
pulsory proceedings. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY  thought  it  would 
be  well  to  define  the  meaning  of  t!  e^ 
clause  more  clearly,  especially  for  the 
sake  of  those  gentlemen  who  had  to 
make  out  the  returns. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  said  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Hamilton  seemed 
to  him  to  be  this  :  he  (Mr.  Hope)  did 
not  wish  to  have  comprised  in  these 
returns,  cases  where  parties  had  been 
written  to  by  a  lawyer,  and  who  had,  in 
consequence,  paid  up.  Such  a  case 
might  be  construed,  by  some,  to  come 
under  the  head  of  compulsory  proceed- 
ings. He  (Mr.  Allan)  was  quite  satis- 
fied with  the  clause  as  it  stood,  but 
could  see  no  groat  objection  to  making 
it  clearer. 

Hen.  Mr.  McMASTER  said  that 
considerable  sums  were  frequently 
brought  in  by  lawyers'  letters, 
and  it  did  not  seem  quite  fair 
to  include  such  suras  in  the  returns. 
He  thought  it  would  be  well  to  confine  it 
to  amounts  realized  by  foreclosure  or 
judgment,  or  sale  of  the  property. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.nAMPBELL  thought 
it  would  be  very  difficult  to  adopt  any 
other  language  than  the  words  used. 
Compulsory  proceedings  might  be  of 
difieient  kinds.  Tt  seemed  to  him  that 
the  phrase  was  a  happy  one,  and  there 
could  be  no  difficulty  in  understanding  it. 
This  was  the  phrase  used   in  a  similar 
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bill  in  Ontario,  and  if  other  language 
were  employed  in  this  clause  it  might 
result  in  ^different  returns  being  sent  in 
to  different  legislatures. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost  on  a 
division,  and.  the  subsection  was  agreed 
to. 

On  sub-section  "  G "  of  the  same 
clause,  which  was  as  follows  : — 

*'  (ff.)  The  present  cash  value  of  the  80- 
cieiy's  investments  on  mortgages  and  other 
i<ecurities,  and  the  rate  or  rates  per  cent  at 
which  the  future  repayments  are  discounted 
in  ascertaining  such  present  cash  value 
which  rate  or  rates  shall  be  at  least  equal  to 
the  rate  or  rates  which  such  mortgages  or 
other  securities  respectively  bear,  or  were 
originally  calculated  to  yield." 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  moved  to  strike  out 
all  after  the  words  "  such  present  cash 
value."  He  said  that  the  latter  part  of 
the  clause '  was  taken  from  the  Ontario 
Statute  ;  he  did  not  see  that  this  Parlia- 
ment was  bound  to  follow  the  acts  of  the 
local  legislatures.  He  contended  that 
the  c;>:iii)anies  should  be  required  to 
-state  titf  exact  figures  at  which  the 
mortga.-^e  was  discounted  :  let  them 
value  iheir  secuiities  and  state  the 
value. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  he  did  net 
know  a  better  way  to  value  the  securi- 
ties than  according  to  the  rate  of 
interest  they  were  bearing, 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  said  these  com- 
panies had  borrowed  very  large  sums  of 
money  on  their  debentures,  and  thought 
it  was  well  that  the  public  should  know 
how  their  securities  are  valued.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  accept  the  amendment. 

After  some  discussion,  the  amend- 
ment was  declared  lost,  and  the  sub- 
section agi'eed  to. 

Hon.  Mr,  AIKINS  said  that  he  had 
an  an^endment  to  propose  to  clause  8, 
and  he  therefore  asked  that  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  be  postponed 
until  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE,  from  the 
Committee,  reported  that  they  had  made 
some  progress  with  the  Bill,  and  a.sked 
leave  to  sit  again. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 
Bill  (21)  "  To  empower  the  Stadacona 
Fire  and  Life  Insurance   Conpany    to 
Hon,  Sir  Alex,  Campbell. 


i*elinquish  their  charter,  and  to  provide 
for  the  winding  up  of  their  aflairs." — 
(Mr.  Pelletier.) 

The  House  adjour»ed  at  4. 10  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 
Thursday,  April  8th,  1880, 

The  Speaker   took  the  chair  at  thi-ee 
o'clock- 
Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

MONTREAL   HARBOR  COMMISSIONERS. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  GUEVREMONT  moved  : 
«  That  an  bumble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  GoTemor-General,  pray- 
ing that  His  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to 
cause  to  be  transmitted  to  this  House  a  copy 
of  the  petition  of  certain  inhabitants  of  the 
Town  of  Borel,  recently  presented  to  His 
Excellency,  complaining  of  the  arbitrary  and 
unjust  conduct  of  certain  persons  employed 
by,  and  under  the  control  of,  the  Harbor  Com- 
missioners of  Montreal,  and  praying  that  an 
inquiry  into  the  subject  of  the  said  complaint 
be  held  in  Sorel,  at  which  evidence  in  rela- 
tion thereto  may  be  taken  on  oath,  and  that 
justice  may  be  done  between  the  parties  con- 
cerned, in  the  public  interest." 

He  said  (in  French)  i  In  1877  I  brought 
up  this  subject,  on  a  motion  for  certain 
documents,  which  were  afterwards  refer- 
red to  a  select  committee  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  causes  of  the  dismissal 
of  Pierre  C6t^,  Pierre  Charbonneau  and 
others,  at  Sorel,  by  the  Montreal  Harbor 
Commissioners,  through  their  officers. 
The  Committee  consisted  of  seven  mem- 
bers of  this  Chamber,  and,  after  exam- 
ining several  witnesses,  reported  as 
follows : — 

^  The  session  being  on  the  point  of  termi- 
nating, and  the  time  necessary  for  completing 
the  inquiry  commenced  being  insufficient, 
your  Committee  has  thought  it  right  to  sus- 
pend the  examination  of  witnesses  for  the 
present  session." 

Since  that  time,  changes  have  been  made 
in  the  Harbor  Commission,  but  nothing 
has  been  done  to  redress  the  grievances 
which  I  explained  to  the  Senate  in  1877. 
The  consequence  has  been  that  these, 
same  citizens  of  Sorel  and  a  number  of 
others  have  petitioned  for  another  inves- 
tigation. I  ask  the  Government  to  pro- 
duce that  petition ;  and,  at  the  same  time, 
I  would  request  them  tD  grant  the  prayer 
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of  these  citizens  of  Sorel,  in  order  that  it 
may  not  bj  necessary  for  them  to  appeal 
to  Parliament  again.  In  1877,  when  I 
brought  this  subject  before  the  Senate, 
we  were  told  by  these  Harbor  Commis- 
sioners that  we  had  no  right  to  interfere 
in  the  management  of  their  works  or  to 
question  the  manner  in  which  they  ex- 
pended the  money  entrusted  to  them.  If 
they  are  beyond  the  control  of  Parliament, 
they'aremoreindependentthan  Parliament 
itself.  The  Harbor  Commissioners  collect 
considerable  sums  of  money  from  the 
public  of  Soi*el  and  other  places.  Ijarge 
quantities  of  wood  are  brought  down  in 
boats,  and  on  this  wood  a  toll  of  six 
cents  per  cord  is  levied,  besides  the 
charges  on  the  tonnage  of  the  vessels  in 
which  it  is  carried.  It  seems  unreason- 
able, under  such  circumstances,  that  no 
investigation  into  the  manner  in  which 
that  money  is  disposed  of,  is  possible.  If 
the  Government  have  no  control  over 
these  Commissioners,  and  believe  that 
injustice  has  been  done  to  these  people 
at  Sorel  and  other  places,  it  is  high  time 
that  they  should  assume  the  management 
of  these  works,  which  are  now  controlled 
by  the  Commissioners  at  Quebec  and 
Montreal,  for  the  protection  of  the  pub- 
lic. One  of  the  witnesses  examined 
before  the  Committee,  in  1877,  was  Capt. 
Charles  Armstrong,  who,  for  a  number 
of  years,  from  1857  to  1865,  worked  for 
the  Harbor  Commissioners.  In  his  evi- 
dence, he  says  : — 

»*Pidrre  Gharbonneaa  always  did  his  duty 
well,  and  I  never  had  any  foult  to  find  with 
him.  •  •  •  No  accidents  hap- 
pened to  him,  to  my  knowledge;  I  never 
knew  of  a  diver  being  employ^  for  Char- 
bonneau.  In  1876, 1  heard  it  said  that  it  had 
been  necessary  to  hare  recourse  to  a  diver  for 
another  dredge  commanded  by  Dunbar.  The 
first  times,  that  is  to  say  from  1857  to  1868, 
I  was  never  obliged  to  have  recourse  to  a 
diver.  The  captain  of  the  dredge,  and  the 
engineer  always  fished  up  the  buckets  when 
they  fell  out  of  the  frame." 

The  petitionee  allege  that  these  men 
were  dismissed,  and  replaced  by  others, 
who  were  not  competent.  Through  their 
inexperience,  the  buckets  soon  got  out  of 
order,  and  the  repairs,  which  should 
have  been  executed  in  a  few  hours,  occu- 
pied some  four  or  five  weeks,  duiing 
which  time  the  dredge  was  idle,  and 
heavy  expense  was  incurred.  I  think  it 
will  be  found,  when  the  petition  is 
brought  down,  that  the  case  is  one  which 
Hon,  Mr,  Guevremont. 


demands  investigation,  and  the  mode 
which  I  suggest  is  the  one  which  will 
involve  the  least  expense,  and  be  most 
satisfactory. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— Having 
been  a  member  of  the  Committee  to  which 
my  hon.  friend  refers,  I  may  say  that  the 
session  was  near  its  close  when  it  was  ap- 
pointed, and  we  could  not,  therefore,  take 
the  whole  of  the  evidence  that  the  parties 
interested  were  prej^ared  to  submit,  and 
we  were  obliged,  consequently,  to  make 
the  report  which  has  just  been  read  ; 
but,  while  the  evidence  was  not  complete, 
it  was  sufficient  to  shew  that  those  who 
made  the  complaint  had  good  reasons  for 
doing  so.  According  to  rumor,  there  is 
sufficient  to  make  out  a  good  case  again.st 
the  late  Harbor  Commisaionei'S  of  Mon- 
treal. If  I  merely  stated  the  facts  of 
the  way  in  which  these  commissioners 
acted  when  the  first  loco-^iotives  for  the 
North  Shore  Kail  way  had  to  pass 
through  Montreal,  the  House  would  have 
an  illustration  ot  the  manner  in  which 
these  gentleman  used  to  act  towards  the 
public.  If  I  am  well  informed,  it  is  not 
long  since  some  employes  of  that  Com- 
mission treated  the  Mayor  of  Montreal 
in  a  manner  that  would  not  be  tolerated 
by  that  Board  if  they  understood  their 
responsibilities  to  the  public.  Thei'efore, 
when,  for  a  second  time,  the  citizens  of 
Sorel  prefer  complaints  against  the  Har- 
bor Commissionei's,  and  ask  that  an 
inquiry  be  made,  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  do  the  best  they  can  to 
give  these  complainants  an  opportunity 
to  establish  the  truth  of  what 
they  allege,  and  of  many  other 
charges,  I  suppose,  which  are  not 
mentioned  in  their  petition.  I  hope  that 
the  Government  will  see  their  way  to 
bringing  down  the  papers  asked  for,  and 
comply  with  the  request  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  moved  for  them  by 
taking  steps  towards  appointing  a  com- 
mission to  investigate  the  matter.  Instead 
of  bringing  witnesses  all  the  way  to 
Ottawa  to  give  evidence  befoi'e  a  com- 
mittee, I  think  it  would  be  better  and 
less  expensive  if  a  commissioner  who 
would  have  the  confidence  of  all  parties 
were  appointed  to  go  to  Sorel  to  hear  the 
evidence,  and  report  the  matter  at  once 
with  his  opinion  and  suggestions. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
question  which  has  been  brought  under 
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the  notice  of  the  House  by  the  hoa. 
Senator  from  Sorel  is  one  to  which  he 
called  attention  here  in  1877  and  a  com- 
mittee was  then  appointed  to  take  evi- 
dence. A  good  deal  of  testimony  was 
given,  but  no  decision  was  arrived  at, 
because  the  inquiry  had  been  commenced 
so  late  that  it  could  not  be  concluded 
before  the  close  of  the  session.  The 
hon.  gentleman  complains  that  certain 
citizens  of  Sorel  have  been  unjustly 
treated  by  the  Harbor  Commissioners  of 
Monti-eal ;  but  he  must  remember  that 
they  are  an  independent  body,  not  par- 
ticularly under  the  control  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, although  the  Grovemment  is 
represented  upon  the  Board.  The  Har- 
bor Commission  is  the  creature  of  an 
act  of  Parliament,  and  has  rights  and 
responsibilities  of  its  own,  and  cannot 
be  considered,  in  any  way,  as  a  depart- 
ment of  the  Government,  so  that  we 
cannot  deal  with  it  in  that  sense. 
Certain  inhabitants  of  Sorel,  through  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Gu6viemont),  who  has 
brought  this  matter  very  earnestly  before 
this  House  on  several  occasions,  think 
that  tliey  have  been  unjustly  treated  by 
the  late  Harbor  Commissioners.  My 
hon.  friend  suggests  that  the  inquiry 
which  was  commenced  in  1877,  should 
be  renewed,  not  before  this  House, 
because  of  the  expense  of  such  an  inquiry, 
but  before  a  commissioner,  who  should 
proceed  to  Sorel  and  take  evidence  there. 
The  hon.  gentleman  did  me  the  honor  to 
come  to  me  privately,  and  I  suggested 
to  him  that  he  should  see  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  and,  afterwards,  the  Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries  on  the  sub- 
ject Whether  he  did  so  or  not,  I  am 
not  aware,  but  a  commission  could  not 
be  appointed  to  proceed  to  Sorel  except 
under  the  power  which  the  Government 
has  to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission. 
That  involves  a  considerable  degree 
of  expense,  and  I  do  not  know 
that  such  a  commission,  even  if  it  were 
thought  desirable  to  create  it,  could  do 
anything,  even  though  its  decisions 
should  be  in  favor  of  the  petitioners.  The 
Government  could  not  displace  the  Har- 
bor Commissioners,  and  could  not  compel 
them  to  restore  the  men  whom  they  are 
accused  of  unjustly  dismissing.  I  am 
unable,  therefore,  to  give  my  hon.  friend 
any  distinct  or  satisfactory  assurance  with 
reference  to  the  future,  or  the  appoint- 
Ifon,  Sir  Alex.  Campbell, 


ment  of  a  commission.  The  papers  for 
which  he  has  asked  will  be  brought  down, 
and,  if  I  can  assist  him  in  taking  vany 
other  step  in  the  cause  ho  has  so  much  at 
heart,  and  the  justice  of  which  he,  no 
doubt,  feels,  I  shall  be  happy  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  TLUDEL--The  charges 
contained  in  the  petition  referred  to  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Sorel  (Mr.  Gu^vre- 
mont)  are  of  such  a  serious  chai-acter 
that  I  do  not  think  any  member  of  this 
House  can  regard  them  with  indifference. 
They  come  at  a  time  when  public  opinion 
is  awakened  to  the  necessity  of  improv- 
ing the  navigation  of  the  St.  Lawrence 
by  lessening  the  charges  imposed  on  ves- 
sels. It  is  a  singular  fact  that  there  are 
corporations  in  this  country  like  the 
Harbor  Commissioners,  who  have  in 
their  hands  the  management  of  very 
important  matters,  and  who  control  the 
expenditure  of  hundreds  df  thousands 
of  dollars  every  year,  who  have  ex- 
pended millions  and  millions  of  dollars 
during  the  last  twenty  years,  and  yet 
who  are  entirely  beyond  the  control  of 
Parliament.  The  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Militia  has  remarked,  and,  I  think, 
properly,  that -the  Harbor  Commission 
is  a  quasi  independent  body,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  went  so  far  as  to 
say  that,  even  in  case  a  Royal  Commission 
should  be  appointed,  and,  after  inquiry, 
some  charge  of  a  yery  grave  nature 
should  be  established  against  the  Harbor 
Commissioners,  the  Government  would 
be  entirely  powerless  to  provide  a  remedy. 
I  Such  a  state  of  things  suggests  at  once 
the  necessity  for,  if  not  a  change  of  the 
system,  at  least  an  examination  of  the 
question  to  ascertain  whether  the  time 
has  not  arrived  for  such  a  change. 
Neither  the  Dominion  nor  any  of  the 
Provincial  Governments  can  spend  a 
single  cent  without  having  the  money 
voted  by  the  representatives  of  the  people, 
and  afterwards  accoundng  for  its  expen- 
diture ;  but  these  Harbor  Commissionei-s 
can  expend  the  money  entrusted  to  them 
as  they  like>  and  are  only  required  to  send 
in  an  annual  rei>ort  to  the  Marine 
and  Fisheries  Department  of  their 
operations  when  they  are  finished.  One 
of  the  most  important  elements  of  the 
prosperity  of  Canada,  is  the  navigation 
of  the  St.  Lawrence,  which  affords  the 
best  route  for  the  traffic  from  the  west  to 
the   seaboard.     To   improve   that    navi- 
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:gation   we    have    spent    many   millions 
of  dollara,  yet  we   see  the  fruits  of  all 
our  efforts   for  thirty  yeai-s   to   improve 
our  advantages  are  nearly  lost  to   the 
Dominion,  because  of  the  excessive  tolls 
imposed  upon   the   navigation    by  tiiat 
route,   chiefly  in   the  port  of  Montreal. 
The    effect   is    to   discriminate    against 
Montreal  in  favor  of  the  Harbor  of  New 
York.     Only  a   few  days  ago   an  impor- 
tant deputation  waited    upon  the  Minis- 
ter of  Railways  and  Canals,  and,  I  believe, 
met  the  Government  as  a  whole,  to  shew 
the  necessity  of  ^modifying  these  extra va- 
^nt  charges,  or  of  abolishing  them  alto- 
gether.    Now,  I  ask  why  are  those  tolls 
levied  1     Is  it  not  the  result  of  large  ex- 
penditures by  the  Harbor  Commissioners? 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  the  money 
has  been   to  a  very  large  extent  impro- 
perly expended,   but  there  is  a  general 
feeling   in  the  Province  of  Quebec  that, 
in   the  past,  the   Harbor  Commissioners 
have   not   conducted   their  work   in  an 
economical     and     profitable      way.       I 
have    received  a    long    letter    froai    an 
old      manner      who     belongs     to     the 
District    of    Three     Rivers,    and    who 
has  great  experience  in  all  these  matters 
I  happened   to   meet    him  a  few  months 
ago,  and.  speaking  upon  this   question, 
he  seemed  to  be  so  well   informed   upon 
the  matter,  that  I   invited  him   to  give 
me  his  views  in  respect  to  it.     I  intended 
to    have  this   letter,   which  I   consider 
an  important  one,  coming  as  it  does  from 
a  practical  man,  translated  into  English. 
This  gentleman,  who  has  retired  from  ac- 
tive business,    has  nothing  at  heart  but 
the  interest  of  his    country.     He    has 
shewn  me,  in   the  clearest   manner  pos- 
sible,   that,      not      only     hundreds   of 
thousands,   but  millions  of  dollars  have 
been  wasted  in  Ihe  works   conducted  by 
the   Harbor  Commissioners.     A  gentle- 
man who  was   prominent   for  his   great 
ability    and    his   devotion  to  the  public 
interest,   but    whose     views    were    not 
shared  by  the  great  majority  of  the  lead- 
ing citizens   of  Montreal,   had  for  many 
years  the  direction  of  the  works  executed 
in  the  Harbor  of  Montreal.     His  views 
have  been  carried  out  in  spite  of  the  op- 
position  of  many    gentlemen,   quite  as 
competent  (in  my  opinion,  more  so)  to 
construct    these    works    properly.     The 
gentleman  whose  letter  I  have  before  me 
states  that,  in  consequence  of  the  course 
Hon,  Mr.  Trudel 


pursued     against    the    wishes    of      the 
majority    of    the    people    interested    in 
the    navigation  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  a 
larg9  amount  of   money  has  been  wasted 
in  three   or  four  parts   of  the   river  be- 
tween Montreal  and  Quebec,  in  cutting  a 
channel    through   rock  when  a  natural 
channel   existed    a   few  acres  from  the 
spot  whei-e  the  money  was  so  wasted,  and 
that  expenditure  was  made  in  spite  of 
the  protestations  of  those   interested  in 
the  navigation   of  the  river  between  the 
cities  mentioned.     He  says  that  Captain 
Vaughan,     a    civil     engineer    of    very 
great    ability,    was    brought   out    from 
England   in    1852,  to  make  certain  im- 
provements in  Lake  St.  Peter.     He  be- 
gan to  improve  the  natural  channel,  and 
had    cut   through   some   shoals,    when, 
after    work  had     been     going    on    for 
two  years  under  his  direction,  and  some 
$400,000  or  more  had  been  expended,  the 
views  of  theopposite  parties  £»revailed,  and 
the  plan  of  Captain  Vaughan  was  aban- 
doned on  the  ground  that  it  was  impossi- 
ble to  open  a  channel  in  that  way.     An- 
other channel   was  commenced    on  the 
north  side  of  the  lake.     Two  or  three 
years  ago  it  was  found,  when  an  explora- 
tion was  made  by  some  of  the  Harbor 
Commissioners,  that  the  natural  channel 
which  Captain  Vaughan  was  following 
averaged  twenty  feet  of  water,  and  would 
be,  after  cutting  through   some  shoals, 
almost  equal  to  the  one  which  has  been 
cut  at  a  cost  of  millions  of  dollars.     A 
similar  waste  of  money  occurred  at  places 
called  Cap  Charles,  Cap  'k  la  Roche,  and 
some  other  localities.     If  this  statement 
is  true,  as  I  believe  it  is,  1  contend  that 
such  important  works  should  not  be  left 
to  men  to  whom  the  duty  of  conducting 
them  properly  is  of  secondary  importance. 
I  bring  no  charges  against  the  present 
Harbor  Commissioners  or  their  predeces- 
sors.    I  have  the  honor  to  be  acquainted 
with  most  of  them,  and  I  know  that  they 
are   men   of  high   character   and    great 
ability,  and  are  devoted  to  the  public 
interest ;  but  they  have  to  attend  to  their 
business  affairs  first,  and  then  they  meet 
from  time  to  time  to  direct  the  manage- 
ment of  works  under  their  control.     1 1  ^ 
can  readily  be  seen  that,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances,   the   Commissioners  cannot 
control  the  works  so  well  as  the  Deputy 
Minister  of  Public  "Works  or  the  Chief 
Engineer    of    that    Department    could. 
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Then,  is  thei^e  not  strong  reason  to  believe 
that  the  present  system  is  defective  and 
should  be  changed,  and  that  all  important 
works  of  this  character  should  be  under 
the  control  of  the  Public  Works  Depart- 
ment? As  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
brought  this  subject  before  the  House 
has  stated  (and  I  have  no  reason  to 
doubt  the  accuracy  of  his  statement), 
when  last  year  he  moved  a  similar  reso- 
lution, some  members  of  the  Harbor 
Commission  inquired  what  business  any 
member  of  the  Senate  had  to  investigate 
the  management  of  their  works  ?  That 
certainly  was  a  strange  question.  These 
Commissioners  expend  millions  of  dollars 
of  the  public  money,  and  yet  we  are  told 
that  the  Parliament  of  the  Dominion  has 
no  right  to  inquire  how  that  money  is 
expended.  It  may  be  unpleasant  to  them 
to  hear  their  management  criticised,  but 
they  should  remember  that  all  who  have 
the  direction  of  public  business  are  sub- 
ject to  such  severe  public  criticism.  The 
fact  is,  these  works  are  not,  properly 
speaking,  prosecuted .  under  the  direction 
of  the  Harbor  Commissioners  themselves. 
They  are  controlled  by  two  or  three  offi- 
cers (especially  the  engineer  in  chief), 
who  do  as  they  like.  If  members  of  the 
Board  should  attempt  to  criticize  any 
engineering  work,  those  officials  would 
answer  :  "  You  are  not  civil  engineers, 
and  you  know  nothing  about  the  ques- 
tion." I  have  been  informed  that  last 
year  a  dredge  was  employed  in  some 
parts  of  the  river  for  weeks  and  months, 
at  a  work  which,  in  the  first  place,  was 
of  no  utility  whatever,  and  which,  in  the 
second  plswe,  was  improperly  executed. 
It  has  been  stated  in  the  newspapers  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  that  men  have 
been  managing  certain  works  on  Lake 
St.  Peter  who  know  nothing  at  all  about 
such  matters.  I  have  already  alluded  to 
the  extraordinary  charges  imposed  by 
the  Harbor  Commissioners  of  Montreal, 
on  the  traffic  descending  the  St.  Law- 
rence River.  In  one  sense,  we  cannot 
find  fault  with  them,  because  they  have 
to  pay  the  interest  on  the  money  ex- 
pended, but  an  article  waa  published  in  a 
a  newspaper  last  summer,  in  which  some 
figures  were  given  in  support  of  the 
necessity  of  imposing  such  heavy  charges. 
The  article  in  question  was  written  from 
a  political  point  of  view,  but  as 
the  paper  gave  figures,  I  think 
Hon,  Mr,  Trudd, 


those  figures  speak  for  themselves. 
It  is  shewn  in  this  paper  that,  by  the 
change  of  Government  in  1873,  the 
expenses  of  the  Harbor  Commission  were 
increased  by  $11,200  a  year.  Under  the 
Conservative  Gbvernment  in  1872  the^ 
President  of  the  Harbor  Commission  was 
the  late  Mr.  Delisle,  a  very  competent 
man,  who  received  no  salary.  Mr.  Neish 
was  the  only  engineer  for  the  Commission,, 
at  a  salary  of  $2,600  a  year.  After  the 
change  of  Government  in  1873,  Mr. 
Delisle  was  dismissed  with  some  others, 
and  other  commissioners  were  appointed 
in  their  stead,  Mr.  Delisle's  successor 
receiving  a  salary  of  $2,000  a  year. 
Subsequently,  Mr.  Neish  was  dismissed 
by  the  Harbor  Comtoissiouers  appointed  by 
the  Mackenzie  Gtjvernment,  without  any 
charge,  iif  least  that  I  am  aware  of,  having 
been  brought  against  him,  though  he  was 
a  very  competent  engineer  and  a  man 
whose  integrity  could  not  be  questioned. 
He  was  succeeded  by  Mr.  Kennedy,  at  a 
salary  of  $5,000,  and  two  assistants  and 
a  secretary  were  appointed,  further  in- 
creasing the  expense  of  the  office  by 
$4,500  a  year.  Mr.  Neish  had  no  assis- 
tants, but  performed  all  the  work  of  hia^ 
office  alone,  while  Mr.  Kennedy,  in  ad- 
dition to  his  two  assistants,  had  a  secre- 
tary. Previous  to  1873  the  Commis- 
sioners received  no  pay  for  their  attend- 
ance, but  after  1873  they  received  five 
dollars  each  per  sitting,  which  added  to 
the  expenditure  about  $1,800  a  year.  In 
addition  to  the  large  salary  paid  to  Mr. 
Kennedy,  the  same  authority  states  that 
a  carriage  is  provided  for  his  use  at  a  cost 
of  about  $500  a  year,  making  a  total 
increase  in  the  expense  of  the  engineer's 
department  of  some  $11,200,  from  which 
should  be  deducted,  of  course,  the  salary 
of  the  President  and  the  fee  of  the  Com- 
missioners. 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER— Who  pays 
for  that  1 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  think  it  is  the 
tiude  of  the  port  of  Montreal — the  vessels 
— and  hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that,  when 
this  $11,200  is  distributed  in  the  form  of 
increased  harbor  dues  on  vessels  coming 
into  that  poi-t,  its  tendency  is  to  depreci- 
ate the  advantages  of  our  great  national 
water-way,  and  send  the  trade  that  should 
come  to  the  St.  Lawrence  to  the  port  of 
New   York.      My  intention   Is  not   to 
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bring  charges  against  anyone,  but  I  speak 
of  the  fdcts  as  I  find  them  published  in 
the  Courier  of  Montreal  of  the  9th  of 
June,  1879.  This  paper  is  largely  circu- 
lated in  Montreal,  and  1  am  not  aware 
that  its  statements  on  this  subject  have 
been  questioned  or  denied — in  fact,  I 
have  heard  them  confirmed  by  other 
parties.  The  Grovernment  of  the  Domin- 
ion are  now  making  large  improvements 
on  the  Lachine  Canal,  and  engineers  are 
employed  there.  Would  it  not  be  a  great 
aavinej  of  expense  if  the  Montreal  Harbor 
works  were  all  under  the  control  of  one 
officer,  who  would  be  res))onsible  to  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,  or  a  special 
Department,  if  the  Government  should 
think  fit  to  create  one,  presided  over  by 
a  minister  who  would  be  responsible  to 
Parliament  ?  One  engineer  could  manage 
the  whole  thing,  instead  of  having  the 
present  expensive  staff  for  the  Harbor 
Commission  and  another  for  the  Lachine 
Canal.  There  are  a  great  many  other 
facts  which  might  be  brought  before  the 
House,  which  would  shew  the  necessity 
that  exists  for  the  Government  and  Par- 
liament to  examine  carefully  into  this 
matter  and  see  whether  a  great  many  of 
the  difficulties  which  have  arisen,  and 
which  bear  so  heavily  on  the  navigation 
of  the  St.  Lawrence,  could  not  be  ob- 
viated. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— If  the  discussion 
had  turned  simply  on  the  motion  before 
the  House,  I  should  have  said  nothing 
on  the  present  occasion,  as  I  think  the 
Government  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Sorel,  will  be  able  to  settle  that 
matter  between  themselves  without  any 
intervention  on  my  pai*t.  But  after 
what  has  been  said  by  other  hon.  gentle- 
men, as  a  representative  of  Montreal,  it 
devolves  upon  me  to  reply  to  some  of 
their  remarks.  First  of  all,  as  to  the 
character  of  the  Harbor  Commission. 
During  all  the  time  T  have  lived  in  Mon- 
treal the  majority  on  the  Harbor  Board 
were  gentlemen  who  havo  not  been  poli- 
tically in  harmony  with  myself,  but  the 
members  of  that  Commission  have  always 
been,  I  believe,  animated  with  intelli- 
gence, enterpiise  and  a  just  spirit  of 
patriotism ;  and  I  believe  no  public  work 
in  the  country  has  been  carried  on  so 
^eaply  and  so  well  as  the  deepening  of 
^e  channel  in  Lake  St.  Peter,  and  other 
improvements  made  by  the  Harbor  Com- 
mon. Mr.  Trudel 


mission.  Of  late  years  the  Harbor 
Board  has  not  been  a  nominative  body, 
but  its  members  have  been  chosen  froni 
amongst  those  who  have  the  most  direct 
interest  in  the  trade  of  the  country. 
Could  anybody  have  more  direct  interest 
in  the  reduction  of  the  charges  upon 
vessels  coming  to  the  port  of  MontreaF 
than  the  merchants  and  ship  owners  of 
that  city,  and  the  gentlemen  engaged  in 
the  grain  trade  ]  All  these  interests  are 
represented  on  the  Board.  Take  for 
instance  the  great  house  of  Allan  &  Co. 
They  are  not  political  friends  of  mine, 
but  they  are  gentlemen  largely  interested 
in  the  trade  of  the  port,  and  in  keeping 
down  the  harbor  charges,  and  one  of 
them  has  always  been  a  member  of  the 
Board  ever  since  the  elective  system 
came  into  operation.  If  these  gentlemen 
aie  not  interested  in  keeping  down  the 
charges,  J  should  like  to  know  if  the  per- 
sons in  Sorel  who  have  signed  this  petition, 
and  who  do  not  own  a  vessel  amongst 
them,  would  be  likely  to  be  so  ?  I  do 
not  think  if  the  work  were  done  by 
members  of  the  Board,  it  would  be^ 
done  very  much  better.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  DeSalaberry  has  alluded  to 
the  late  Chairman  of  the  Harbor  Com- 
mission, a  gentleman  who  enjoyed  the 
respect  of  all  who  knew  him.  The  hon» 
gentleman  (Mr.  Ti*ud^l)  has  stated  that 
Mr.  Young's  plan  did  not  meet  the 
views  of  the  public,  generally.  I  believe 
that  is  quite  true  with  respect  to  some 
of  them.  For  instance,  he  had  a  project 
for  enlarging  the  harbor,  which  was 
probably  in  advance  of  the  times.  That 
project  was  opposed  by  the  gentleman 
who  preceded  him  as  Chairman  of  the 
Harbor  Commission,  but  plans  actually 
undertaken,  were  subsequently  carrieil 
out  by  Mr.  Delisle  and  his  colleagues, 
while  the  extension  of  the  havbor,  in 
the  way  proposed  by  Mr.  Young,  was 
never  undertaken.  Captain  Vaughan, 
who  has  been  mentioned  by  the  mem- 
ber fbr  DeSalaberry,  was,  in  his  way, 
probably  an  able  man,  but  he  was  not 
the  engineer  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  DeSalaberry  represents  him  to 
lave  been.  He  had,  if  I  recollect 
rightly,  been  a  lighthouse  keeper,  at 
any  rate  he  wus  far  from  bein^ 
an  authority  on  engineering.  Still, 
there  were  authorities  who  took 
the     same     view      chat     it     was     said 
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he  took,  and,  on  their  recommendation, 
the  Government  of  that  day  undertook 
to  deepen  the  channel  of  Lake  St.  Peter. 
They  spent,  some  $100,000,  the  hon. 
gentleman  says,  but  I  think  it  was 
£70,000,  as  we  counted  in  those  days,  in 
digging  at  this  channel,  and,  after  the 
money  was  all  expended,  the  work  was 
abandoned.  The  money  was  just  put 
into  the  river  and  there  it  lay.  Amongst 
those  who  then  professed  to  know  the 
river  was  Captain  Armstrong,  Mr. 
David  Armstrong,  for  many  years  a 
member  of  that  House,  Mr.  Yoang,  and 
some  other  gentlemen.  They  undertook 
to  do,  not  something  abnormal,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Trudel)  descriBes  it, 
and  which  the  first  scheme  really  was,  as 
it  consisted  in  a  straight  cut 
through  all  obstructions,  but  to  excavate 
the  natural  channel.  They  obtained 
from  the  Government  of  that  day — a 
Conservative  Government,  I  think — the 
necessary  powers  to  carry  out  their  pro- 
ject, and  the  consequence  is,  instead  of 
seeing  to-day  vessels  of  300  to  350  tons 
coming  to  the  port  of  Montreal,  drawing 
only  about  seven  feet  of  water,  we  have 
vessels  of  2,000  tons  unloading  at  our 
whai-ves.  It  is  quite  true  thas  this  has 
cost  a  great  deal  of  money,  and  very 
heavy  charges  have  to  be  imposed  upon 
the  trade,  but,  without  this  expenditure, 
these  vessels  could  never  have  come 
there  at  all.  The  question  is  whether  it 
is  better  for  them  to  come  there,  even  if 
they  have  to  pay  the  tolls,  or  to  be  unable 
to  get  there  at  all  for  want  of  a  channel. 
Those  remarks  apply,  I  think,  to  the 
main  points  of  what  has  been  said  by  the 
hon.  gentleman,  but  if  notice  had  been 
given  that  this  motion  was  to  embrace 
so  large  a  number  of  topics,  I  have  no 
doubt  a  great  deal  more  information 
would  have  been  given  on  the  subject. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that,  after  Mr. 
Delisle's  time,  there  was  a  considerable 
increase  in  the  expenditure  ;  amongst 
the  rest  there  was  a  salary  paid  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board,  and  fees  to  the 
Commissioners.  That  is  quite  true,  but  it 
is  equally  true  that  if  Mr.  Delisle  had 
remained  in  office,  the  same  thing  would 
have  occurred,  as  it  is  very  well  known 
to  everybody  that  be  was  to  have  had  a 
salary,  and  the  other  gentlemen  were  to 
have  fees  for  attendance.  And  it  was 
•quite  right  that  it  should  be  so.  Mr. 
Uon,  Mr,  Penny, 


Young  worked  for  a  great  many  years 
with  an  earnestness  and  singleness  of 
puq)Ose  more  hours  in  the  week  than 
many  persons  devote  to  their  own  busi- 
ness, and  during  that  time  he  received 
no  remuneration  whatever  for  his  ser- 
vices. It  was  intended,  however,*  that 
Mr.  Delisle,  who  had  only  served  a  few 
years,  should  have  his  salary,  and  when 
he  was  removed,  and  Mr.  Young  took 
his  place,  ho  only  got  what  Mr.  Delisle 
was  to  have  had,  and  what  he  was  fully 
entitled  to.  As  to  the  question  of  engi- 
neers, it  is  very  difficult  for  any  hon.  gen- 
tleman here  to  say  why  one  man  should 
be  dismissed,  and  why  another  should  be 
taken  in  his  place ;  but  1  think 
if  I  understood  the  matter  rightly 
at  the  time,  it  was  that  Mr. 
Kennedy  was  a  gentleman  who  was 
specially  adapted,  from  previous  experi- 
ence, for  the  position,  and  that  it  was 
thought  Mr.  Neish  did  not  possess  all 
the  qualifications  that  wera  necessary  ibr 
the  business.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing against  !Afr.  Neish,  but  I  know 
tliat  this  was  felt  by  the  gentlemen  who 
made  the  change.  After  Mr.  Kennedy 
took  charge  of  the  harbor,  the  work  done 
by  the  dredges,  measured  by  cubic  yards, 
was  greatly  increased — to  an  extent  far 
exceeding,  if  I  recollect  rightly,  the 
amount  of  his  salary.  I  would  say,  as  to 
the  motion  that  has  given  rise  to  all  this 
discussion,  that  it  originates  from  the  com- 
plaint of  two  artizans  who  claim  to  have 
been  improperly  discharged.  Now,  if 
they  were  engaged  for  a  length  of  time, 
and  were  improperly  dismissed,  they 
have  the  means  of  enforcing  the  contract, 
and  payment  of  damages.  I  was  one  of 
the  committee  appointed,  some  years  ago, 
to  inquire  into  this  matter,  and  I  cer- 
tainly did  not  airive  at  the  conclusion 
that  seems  to  have  been  arrived  at 
by  other  gentlemen.  I  could  see  no 
reason  in  the  world  why  these  men 
should  not  have  been  discharged,  and  I 
think,  when  the  Government  or  country 
commit  to  a  respectable  body  like  the 
Harbor  Commissioners  such  an  important 
trust,  it  would  be  preposterous  if  they 
were  to  interfere  on  behalf  of  every  man 
that  the  Commission  think  ought  to  ba 
discharged.  I  do  not  think  any  gentle- 
man would  work  on  the  Board  under 
suck  circumstances,  and  that  is  the  whole 
point  in  the  motion  before  the  House. 
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Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEl^— With  the  per- 
inission  of  thf  1  louse,  I  rise  to  make  an 
explanation.  The  huu.  gentleman  from 
Alma  (Mr.  Penny)  complains  that  the 
points  to  which  I  alluded  were  not  in- 
cluded in  the  notice  of  motion.  I  felt 
that  my  remarks  were  irregular,  but  the 
system  has  grown  up  in  this  House,  of 
going  beyond  the  subject  embraced  in  a 
motion,  and,  under  the  circumstances,  I 
think  the  same  latitude  should  be  given 
to  me  that  is  allowed  to  other  hon.  gen- 
tlemen. One  of  these  days,  I  shall  give 
notice  of  motion  that  will  afford  an  op- 
portunity of  thoroughly  discussing  this 
impoi-tant  matter. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  SENATE  DEBATES. 
A     QUESTION     OF     PRIVILEGE. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  rise 
to  a  question  of  privilege.  The  mem- 
bers of  this  House  will  remember  that 
a  grave  charge  was  preferred  against  the 
reporters  ot  the  Senate.  They  were 
charged  with  unfairly  and  dishonestly 
reporting  the  proceedings,  and  with  in- 
spiring an  attack  in  one  of  the  city  papei-s 
upon  a  Senator  of  this  House.  Such 
charge  having  been  made,  it  was  moved 
by  the  leader  of  this  House,  and  s^oud- 
ed,  that  it  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Privileges.  Now,  when  a 
charge  ot  so  grave  a  character  is  openly 
made  on  the  floor  of  Parliament  against 
two  officials  who  cannot  reply,  one  would 
suppose  that  every  sense  of  right  and 
fair  play  would  demand  that  the  investi- 
gation of  the  charge  should  take  place  at 
the  earliest  moment  after  it  is  made. 
The  character  of  every  man  is  dear  to 
him,  but  especially  of  those  who  have,  by 
their  ability  and  industry,  to  earn  their 
bread,  and  as  the  Chairman  of  the 
Debates  Committee,  I  conceive  it  to  be 
my  duty  to  put  the  question  :  Why  the 
<!^mmittee  on  the  Privileges  of  this 
House  has  not  been  already  called  to  dis- 
pose of  this  matter  ? 

The  SPEAKER— In  reply  to  the 
^onJ  gentleman,  I  may  state  that  this  is 
H  new  case.  There  is  no  precedent  of  a 
similar  character  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House,  and  I  took  time,  as  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Privileges,  to  inquire 
into  it.  After  doing  so,  I  gave  instruc- 
Uon,  Mr.  Penny, 


tions  that  the  Committee  should  be  sum- 
moned on  Monday. 

THE  BELL  TELEPHONE    COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

THIRD    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  moved  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (17)  "To  incoqK>rate  the 
Bell  Telephone  Company  of  Canada." 

Hon.  Mr.  CAR VELL— When  I  gave 
notice  that  I  would  move  this  amend- 
ment to  the  Bill,  the  Hon.  Senator  from 
Hamilton  (Mr.  Hope)  thought  I  was 
taking  a  very  strange  course,  and  that  I 
had  not  discharged  my  duty  to  the  Com- 
mittee in  not  raising  the  objections  at  the 
proper  time,  but  had  sprung  this  amend- 
ment on  the  House  at  the  eleventh  hour. 
I  can  only  say  that,  while  this  may  all 
be  true,  my  plea  is  that  I  am  not  yet 
familiar  with  the  usages  and  rules  which 
govern  this  House.  Tn  fact,  when  the 
matter  was  before  the  Committee  the 
other  day,  I  saw  the  difficulty,  but 
did  not  see  the  way  to  remedy  it. 
When  this  matter  first  occupied  ray 
attention,  it  was  with  a  view  to  see 
if  there  was  any  possible  way  in  which 
the  Province  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  could  be  emancipated  from  the 
position  which  she  now  occupies  in  refer- 
ence to  telegraph  business.  Since  the 
meeting  of  the  Committee  I  had  occasion 
to  look  into  the  matter,  and  found  I  had 
a  great  deal  to  learn,  of  which  I  have 
acquired  but  a  small  portion,  and  I  find 
myself  with  a  matter  on  hand  which  I 
consider  of  the  utmost  importance — sec- 
ond to  none,  perhaps,  that  has  occupied, 
or  will  occupy,  the  attention  of  hon.  gen- 
tlemen during  the  present  session,  and  I 
only  wish  that  I  were  able  to  do  the  sub- 
ject justice.  The  importance  of  the  mat- 
ter which  I  am  looking  to  is  not -so  much 
with  reference  to  this  Bill  alone.  It  is 
the  preservation,  in  its  operations,  ot  the 
Marine  Telegraph  Act  of  1875.  This 
Bill  is  one  of  a  number  of  Telegraph  and 
Telephone  Bills  now  before  Parliament, 
and  my  fear,  my  belief,  is  that,  unless 
they  be  made  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1875,  they,  or  some  of 
them,  will  be  utilized  to  render  inopera- 
tive that  Act,  so  far  as  the  existing  cable 
companies*  combination  is  concerned. 
I  did  not  learn  until  this  morning  that 
this  question,  in  other  forms,  ha.«»  already 
baen    twice   before    the    Parliament    of 


Digitized  by 


Google 


268 


Bell  Teleplione 


[SENATE.] 


Compamjs  Bill, 


Canada — the  firat  time  in  1875,  during 
the  passing  of  the  Act.  The  second  time 
was  last  session,  when  the  Bill  to  repeal 
the  Act  of  1875  passed  the  Lower  House 
by  a  considerable  majority,  and  came  up 
to  this  Chamber,  where  it  was  defeated 
by  a  majority  of  two.  If  I  had  any  idea 
that  this  matter  had  occupied  the  atten- 
tion of  the  leading  men  in  both  Houses, 
I  should  have  hesitated  to  have  under- 
taken such  a  duty  as  bringing  it  up  here 
on  the  present  occasion ;  but  it  must  be 
dealt  with  in  some  way  or  other,  and  I 
am  confident  that  hon.  gentlemen  who 
are  familiar  with  the  subject  will  take  it 
up  where  I  shall  be  obliged  to  leave  it, 
and,  if  possible,  carry  out  the  object  for 
which  I  make  this  motion.  We  all  re- 
member the  rejoicings  in  1856  over  the 
successful  completion  of  the  first  Atlantic 
cable  put  down  by  the  Anglo-American 
Cable  Company.  We  all^know  the  fate 
of  that  cable — it  lived  to  utter  but  one 
sentence,  and  then  there  was  correspond- 
ing disappointment  and  gloom  at  its 
failure.  We  rememberthat,  subsequently, 
the  perseverance,  pluck  and  energy  of  the 
Anglo-American  Company  enabled  them 
to  lay  a  second  cable,  and  the  world  at 
large  was  greatly  indebted  to  them  for 
their  successful  efforts  in  the  interest  of 
science  and  civilization.  Time  has  gone 
on,  and,  to-day,  instead  of  one  we  have 
eight  telegraph  cables  across  the  Atlantic. 
Some  of  them  have  followed  the  fate  of 
the  first  and  second.  I  think  there  are 
now  belonging  to  the  Anglo-American 
Cable  Company  seven  cables — useful  and 
useless.  In  1865  the  second  cable  was 
laid,  broken,  and  finally  abandoned  ;  in 
1866  there  was  another  ;  in  1869,  an- 
other, which  is  working  to-day  ;  in  1874 
and  1875  there  were  two  more.  Of 
these  seven,  two  were  not  laid  by  the 
Anglo-American  Cable  Company,  the 
first  Fi'ench  cable,  which  was  put  down 
in  1869,  and  the  direct  cable  in  1875. 
These  companies,  with  their  connections 
as  they  now  exist,  are  not 
the  Anglo-American  Cable  Company ; 
but  had  better,  perhajis,  be  called 
the  **  Anglo-American  Combination." 
The  Anglo-American  Cable  Company 
first  took  possession  of  and  absorbed  the 
New  York,  Newfoundland  and  London 
Telegraph  Company,  which  latter  had 
exclusive  right  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
in  perpetuity.  Then  the  Western  Union 
Hon,  Mr,  Carvell, 


Company,  entirely  a  foreijCfn  one,  secutted 
all  the  telegraph  lines  in  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick,  and  purchased  the 
Nova  Scotia  shore  ends  of  the  Anglo- 
American  Company's  cables  ;  then  the 
Montreal  Company  is  found  combining 
with  the  Western  Union,  and  all  the 
great  companies,  so  that  now  the 
Anglo-American  Cable  Company,  the 
New  York,  Newfoundland  &  Londoa 
Cable  Company,  the  Western  Unioa 
Company,  the  American  Union  Company, 
the  Montreal  Comfiany,  the  French  Cable 
Company,  the  Direct  Cable  Company 
and  the  Dominion  Company  are  absorbed 
by  the  Anglo-American  combination, 
one  vast  monopoly  that  will  continue  and 
extend  if  this  amendment  be  not  adopted, 
not  only  with  reference  to  this  Bill,  hni 
with  respect  also  to  each  of  the  Tele- 
graph and  Telephone  Bills  now  before 
Parliament.  When  the  Direct  Cable 
Company's  stock  was  beinsj  taken, 
it  was  with  the  distinct  understanding 
that  it  was  to  be  an  independent  line, 
that  it  should  not  amalgamate,  but  should 
be  in  competition  with  the  Anglo- 
American  combination.  We  all  know 
the  f  ite  of  that  company.  We  all  know 
that  it  was  absorbed.  I  am  vrilling  to 
believe  that  the  gentlemen  having  con- 
trol of  it  fought  as  long  as  they  could  for 
existence  and  for  the  maintenance  of 
their  pledges.  But  the  power  being  too 
great  for  them,  they  were  obliged,  in  self- 
protection,  and  in  the  interest  of  the 
capital  under  their  control,  to  yield  to 
the  pressure.  The  same  course  was 
taken  with  the  French  Cable  Company. 
As  hon.  gentlemen  will  remember,  when 
the  French  Cable  Company  had  succeed- 
ed in  connecting  France  with  Canada 
and  the  United  States,  this  "combina- 
tion" immediately  reduced  tiieir 
rates  from  three  shillings  to  six- 
pence per  word  for  all  messages 
between  the  continents  of  America 
and  Europe,  whilct  their  rates  to  Eng- 
land continued  to  be  thi-e©  shillings  per 
word ;  but,  as  soon  as  the  French  cable 
was  connected  with  England,  the  pooling 
began  and  the  rates  went  up,  and  the 
"combination"  had  control  again.  The 
course  pursued  in  reference  to  the  Direct 
Cable  Company  was  somewhat  similar. 
The  charge  I  bring  against  this  combina- 
tion is  that,  having  so  far  defeated  the 
legislation    of    1875   as   to   ubsorb    the 
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Direct  Cable   Company,  they    came    to 
Parliament    and     asked    that  the    Act 
-which  was   passed  for  the  protection  of 
that  Company  should  be  repealed.     The 
same  persons  who  were   promoting  and 
advocating  the  passage   of  the   Act  of 
1875,  were  last  year  seeking   its  repeal. 
The  reasons  for  this  change  of  opinion, 
or   of  action,  are  very  obvious.     Find- 
ing    they     could    not    accomplisn,    di- 
rectly,     the       repeal       of      the      Act 
last  year,  they  come  to  Parliament  this 
session  with  the   Bills  now   before   us. 
They  come  as  the  five  fingers  of  one  hand. 
Some  of  these  Bills,  as  first  introduced, 
may  be  used,  if  not  amended  in  the  way 
1  suggest,  so  as  to  evade  the  Act  of  1875, 
and  it  will  then  matter  very  little  to  the 
*•  combination "    whether   that   Act    re- 
mains on  the  Statute  book  or  not.     One 
comes  in  as  a  Telephone  Bill,  while  the 
others  are  Telegraph  Bills.    If  you  throw 
out  one  of  these  Bills  and  pass  another, 
without  making  it  subject  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  of  1875,  the  latter  may 
be  so  used    by  the  combination  as    to 
continue   the  monopoly.     I  contend  that 
the   provision   which   I   wish   to     have 
applied  in   this  Bill  should  be  inserted 
in      each      and     all     of      these     Bills 
in  turn  as  they  come  up.     Some  of  these 
measures  come  in    without  any  reference 
at  all  to  the   Act  of  1875;  some   come 
here  with  a  clause   to  the  effect  that  the 
pi^ visions  of   the  Act  of    1875    shall 
apply  to   those  corporations    only  "  so 
long  as  it  remains  in  force,"   still  hoping 
that  it  shall  be  repealed.   The  last  clause 
of  one  of  them  (Bill  72)   is  "  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  38  Vic,  Cap.  26,   shall 
not    apply  to  this  corporation."     They 
strive  in  every  way  to  get  rid  of  it     I 
wish   it  to  be  understood   that  I  do  not 
desire,  by  anything  I  have  said,  or  may 
say,  to  deprive,  if   I    could  do  so,  the 
Anglo-American  Cable  Company,  or  the 
New  York,   Newfoundland    dc   London 
Telegraph    Company    of     their    Tested 
rights.     Wl^at  I  do  object  to  is  that  other 
cable    companies     should      be     permit^ 
ted    to    land    under    the  assumed    pri- 
vileges claimed  by  this  "  combination," 
and  so   perpetuate  the   monopoly   to  the 
detriment  of  Canada  and  the  commercial 
interest^  of  the  world.     The  Govemmeat 
of  the  United   States  are   legislating  in 
■the  same  direction  as  that  to  which  the 
Act  38   Vic,    Cap.    26,    points  ;    they 
Hon,  Mr,  Cai-velL 


would  not  allow  the  French  Cable  Com- 
pany to  land,  except  under  the  express 
condition  which  requires  any  company 
enjoying  exclusive  privileges  to  share 
those  privileges  with  the  competing 
company.  I  do  not  think  I  shall  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  any  longer,  as 
there  ai-e  several  gentlemen  who  under- 
stand the  question  much  better  thaa  T 
do,  but  I  would  urge  the  amendment  of 
this  Bill,  of  which  I  have  given  notice. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Hamilton,  who  is  as  much  opposed 
to  monopolies  as  I  am,  will  object  to  it, 
for,  if  it  be  a  fact  that  this  Company 
have  no  desire  to  go  beyond  the  confines 
of  the  Dominion,  there  can  be  no  harm 
done  by  accepting  the  amendment.  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  Bill  is  allowed  to 
go  through  as  it  is,  and  the  combination 
are  allowed  to  evade  the  Act  of  1875, 
the  monopoly  will  be  perpetuated,  high 
tariffs  will  be  maintained,  and  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  interests  of  the 
commercial  world  at  largo  will  be  preju- 
diced. The  original  Anglo-American 
Company  had  a  claim  upon  us,  for,  by 
their  energy  and  enterprise,  they  gave 
us  Atlantic  telegraphy,  but  the  "com- 
bination "  which  is  now  spoken  of  as  the 
Anglo-American  Combination,  is  a  very 
different  thing.  It  is  under  the 
management  of  foreigners.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  position  of 
the  Government  would  be  to-day  if 
they  had  to  make  confidential  communica- 
tions with  England.  We  all  know  what 
the  secrecy  of  telegraphing  amounts  to ; 
and  if  important  political  information  that 
passes  between  this  Government  and  the 
Mother  Country  has  to  be  supervised  by 
foreigners,  who  are  not  in  sympathy  with 
us,  and  who  might  take  advantage  of  an 
emergency,  it  would  be  a  matter  very 
much  to  be  regretted.  I  ask  hon. 
gentieroen  to  prevent  the  continuance  of 
such  a  monopoly  by  adopting  the  amend- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  do  not  intend 
to  follow  my  hon.  friend  through  his  long 
indictment  against  the  submarine  tele- 
graph companies  doing  business  in  con- 
nection with  telegraph  companies  in  this 
country,  but  I  must  say  that  I  find  it 
difficult  to  reconcile  the  just  comments 
that  he  has  paid  to  their  enterprise  with 
the  animus  that  he  has  exhibited  against 
them. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— I  have  no 
animus  againtt  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— They  have  given 
to  the  world  the  very  great  blessings  of 
telegraphic  communication  between  the 
two  hemispheres.  I  do  not  intend  to 
follow  my  hon.  friend's  remarks  upon 
that  subject,  because,  really,  it  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  Bill  be- 
fore the  House,  which  is  simply  a  mea- 
sure to  incorporate  a  telephone  company. 
So  far  from  such  a  bill  calling  ior  obstruc- 
tion in  this  House,  it  is  one  that  should 
commend  itself  to  our  most  favorable 
consideration,  because  it  initiates  a  new 
species  of  legislation,  in  connection  with 
one  of  the  most  interesting  of  modern 
scientific  discoveries.  It  is,  at  all  events, 
one  which  calls  for  fair  play.  My  hon. 
friend  proposes  an  amendment  which  has 
nothing  to  do  with  this  Bill.  He  proi)08es 
that  the  4th  clause  shall  read  as  fol- 
lows :  — 

"  4  The  said  Company  shall  have  power 
and  authority,  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
Clause  A  of  the  Act,  to  purchase  or  lease  for 
any  term  of  years  any  telephone  line  estab- 
lished, or  to  be  established,  either  in  Canada 
or  elsewhere,  connecting  or  hereafter  to  bo 
connected  with  the  lines  which  tlie  Com- 
pany is  authorized  to  coustnict,  or  to 
purchase  or  lease  for  any  term  of  years  the 
right  of  any  company  to  construct  any 
such  telephone  line  ;  and  shall  also  have 
power  and  authority  to  amalgamate  with  or  to 
lease  their  line,  or  any  portion  or  portions 
thereof,  from  time  to  time,  to  any  company 
or  person  possessing,  as  proprietor,  any  line  of 
telegraphic  or  telephonic  communication  con- 
necting or  to  be  connected  with  the  Company's 
line  in  Canada." 

Clause  A,  which  he  proposes  to  add  to 
the  Bill,  is  as  follows  : — 

"  The  provisions  of  the  Act  38  Vic,  cap.  26, 
shall  apply  to  this  corporation." 

This  Company  has  nothing  to  do  with 
submarine  telegraphs,  which  that  Act 
was  intended  to  reach.  The  2nd 
section  of  this  Bill  states,  in  clear  and 
distinct  language,  the  objects  of  this 
company.     They  are : — 

"To  build,  establish,  construct,  pur- 
chase, acquire  or  lease,  and  maintain  and 
operate,  or  sell  or  let,  any  line  or  lines  for  the 
transmission  of  messages  by  telephone,  in 
Canada  or  elsewhere,  and  to  make  connection 
for  the  purposes  of  telephone  business,  with 
the  lin<}  or  Lines  of  any  telegraph  or  telephone 
company  in  Canada  or  elsewhere,  and  to  aid 
or  advance  money  to  build  or  work  any  such 
line  to  be  used  for  telephone  purposes." 

Hon,  Mr,  Dickey, 


The  whole  scope  and  object  of  this  Bill 
is  for  telephone  purposes  alone,  and  it 
has  no  earthly  connection  whatever  with 
submarine  cables.  But  to  place  the  mat- 
ter beyond  the  possibility  of  a  doubt,  the 
words  "  or  elsewhere,"  have  been  struck 
out  of  the  Bill,  so  that  the  Company  can 
make  no  arrangements  with  other  com- 
panies outside  of  the  Dominion.  The 
object  in  giving  them  powers  to  enter 
into  airangements  with  other  lines  is 
purely  to  save  them  the  expense,  in  many 
cases,  of  putting  up  wires  if  they  intend^ 
as  I  believe  they  do,  to  extend  their 
operations  over  the  settled  portions  of 
Canada.  In  the  French  Cable  Bill,  to 
which  my  hon.  friend  has  alluded,  a 
clause  has  been  insei-ted  to  provide  that 
it  shall  be  subject  to  the  General  Act, 
because  it  is  a  submarine  cable  company. 
But  this  is  a  company  for  telephone 
business  solely,  and  I  do  htpe  that  the 
House  will  not  attach  to  this  Bill  con- 
ditions which  belong  to  submarine  tele- 
graph business.  The  hon.  geatleman 
does  not  suppose  that  this  telephone  com- 
pany has  any  intention  of  using  the  trans- 
Atlantic  cables  for  telephone  business. 
We  know  that  the  utmost  extent  to 
which  messages  have  yet  been  sent  is  a 
few*  miles  only,  at  all  events,  not  hun- 
dreds of  miles  under  the  sea.  It  is.  for 
local  convenience,  to  enable  j)eople  to 
exchange  messages  in  the  various  centimes 
of  population.  I  have  no  interest  in  the 
Bill,  and  the  only  reason  I  have  ventured 
to  trespass  upon  the  House  is,  that  I 
was  Chairman  of  the  Committee  to  wbich 
this  Bill  was  referred,  and  where  it  was 
fully  considered.  My  hon.  friend  was 
present,  and  if  he  had  chosen  to  expand 
his  views  there,  the  Committee  would 
have  listened  to  them  with  great  respect. 
This  Bill  comes  with  the  unanimous  ap- 
proval of  the  Committee^  and  I  think, 
under  the  circumstances,  that  the  only 
excuse  we  can  make  for  my  hon.  friend 
is,  that  he  comes,  as  he  says,  to  this 
question  as  a  new  and  untried  meml)er, 
and  was  not  exactly  prepared  to  state 
his  views  before  the  Committee  on  a 
former  occasion.  He  did  state  his  views 
on  several  points,  where  the  Committee 
made  amendments  to  the  Bill,  and 
therefore,  I  do  not  think  he  ought, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  press  his 
motion,  but,  if  he  does,  I  trust  the  House 
will  not  yield  to  the  pressure. 
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Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— As  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Amherst  (Mr  Dickey) 
has  explained  to  the  House,  there  is  no 
necessity  for  this  amendment.  If  it 
were  adopted  it  would  have  no  effect ; 
it  would  probably  do  neither  good  nor 
harm.  After  the  remarks  which  have 
fallen  from  the  hon.  gentleman .  who 
has  just  resumed  his  seat,  anything  that 
I  could  say  on  the  subject  would  only  be 
tautology. 

Hon.  Mr.  CARVELL— So  far  as  my 

action  or  inaction  at  the  Committee  is 
concerned,  I  have  already  thrown  myself 
on  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  and  T 
feel  that  it  will  be  granted.  The  Bill, 
as  it  originally  came  here,  was  not  a 
telephone  bill,  pure  and  simple.  It  was 
a  telegraph  bill,  giving  the  right  of 
amalgamation  and  other  powers,  which 
it  does  not  contain  now.  If  I  had  known 
my  privilege,  as  it  was  my  duty  in  that 
Ck>mmittee,  I  should  have  endeavared  to 
amend  the  Bill,  and  I  believe  that  if  I 
had  known  as  much  then  as  I  do  now,  it 
would  not  have  reached  this  stage  in  its 
present  shape. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE~In  a 
general  way,  I  never  feel  disposed  to  ob- 
ject to  bills  of  this  sort  which  come  to 
the  House  for  thii-d  reading,  knowing 
very  well  that  they  undergo  a  thorough 
examination  in  the  committees  to  which 
they  are  referred.  But,  in  this  case,  the 
circumstances  are  peculiar,  as  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Carvell)  who  moved  the 
amendment,  has  shewn.  Though  a 
member  of  that  Committee,  he  was  also 
a  new  member  of  the  House,  and  was 
not  aware  of  the  privileges  he  possessed, 
as  a  member  of  that  Committee,  to 
introduce  amendments  to  the  Bill. 
The  consequence  was  that,  although  dis- 
approving of  some  details  of  the  measure, 
he  did  not  avail  himself  of  the  oppor- 
tunity to  move  in  committee  the  amend- 
ment which  he  now  submits  to  the 
House.  I  regi'et  that  he  has  found  it 
necessary  to  take  this  course.  I  think 
it  would  have  been  far  preferable,  and 
there  would  have  been  a  better  chance  of 
success  in  the  House,  had  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman moved  to  send  the  Bill  back  to 
the  Committee  for  further  consideration, 
and  shewn  grounds  for  doing  so.  As  it 
is,  I  must  give  my  opinion  that,  in  the 
remarks  with  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
Bon,  Mr,  Dickey, 


has  supported  his  motion,  he  has  made 
out  a  sufficient  case  for  the  amendment 
which  he  has  offered.  It  is  clear  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  by  no  means  a 
novice  with  regard  to  telegraphic  affairs, 
however  novel  parliamentary  duties  may 
be  to  him  ;  but  these  are  duties  with 
which,  no  doubt,  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  soon  become  familiar.  It  must  be 
evicent  to  all  who  have  heard  him,  tl.at 
he  must  have  been,  for  a  large  portion 
of  his  life,  connected  with  telegraphic 
affairs,  and  probably  has  been,  to .  a  con- 
siderable extent,  a  sufferer  by 
the  want  of  caution  shewn  in 
passing  certain  acts  which  have  been 
in  operation,  and  enabled  companies  to 
amalgamate,  and  put  up  their  charges  on 
the  public  in  a  manner  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  desires  to  prevent  for  the  fu- 
ture. In  looking  over  the  other  Bills  to 
which  he  has  referred,  I  am  struck  with 
she  want  of  that  necessary  precaution  ta 
prevent  amalgamation  with  other  com- 
panies. There  is  nothing  which  this 
House  ought  to  look  after  with  greater 
jealousy  than  the  establishment  of  large 
monopolies.  In  the  Mother  Country 
these  dangers  have  been  got  rid  of,  so  far 
as  telegraphs  ai^e  concerned,  by  the  Gov- 
ernment purchasing  all  the  wires,  and 
undertaking  the  entire  management  of 
the  national  system  of  telegraphy.  Those 
accustomed  to  travelling  in  that  country 
must  have  experienced  the  advantage  of 
having  these  well-ordered  establishments 
in  every  town  and  village  throughout  the 
kingdom.  I  consider  it  one  of  my  most 
important  duties  as  a  legislator  to  guard 
against  the  evils  of  monopolies,  and  to 
watch  the  proceedings  of  companies  as 
well  as  Government — not  of  this  Com- 
pany only  or  of  this  Government,  but  all 
companies  and  other  governments — and 
always  to  bear  in  mind  the  necessity  of 
binding  these  companies  in  such  a  way 
as,  without  checking  their  usefulness  or 
imparing  their  efficiency,  to  prevent  the 
possibility  of  any  such  contingencies 
happening  in  the  future,  as  we 
know  have  happened  with  some  tele- 
graphic companies  to  which  my  hon. 
friend  has  referred.  1  always  listen  with 
very  great  respect  to  the  remarks  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Amherst,  because  they 
are  always  judicious,  temperate  and  to 
the  point,  and,  therefore,  I  regret  that  it 
should  be  my  duty  on  this  occasion  to 
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differ  somewliat  from  him.  While  I 
agree  with  him,  as  every  thoughtful 
person  must  do,  in  considering  these 
Atlantic  cables  magnificent  enterprises, 
and  that  the  individuals  who  undertook 
them  were  worthy  of  all  praise  and  the 
thanks  of  our  whole  i*ace,  still,  there  is  a 
distinction  between  the  legitimate  enter- 
prises which  we  all  admire,  and  the  mode 
of  conducting  them.  Having  experienced, 
with  reference  to  those  Atlantic  cables, 
the  danger  of  allowing  the  privileges  of 
amalgamation,  we  should  beware  of  con- 
ceding similar  privileges  to  companies  of 
analogous  character,  and,  in  my  opinion, 
we  should  be  abandoning  our  duties  in 
this  House  if  we  let  this  Bill  pass  with- 
out some  guarantee  against  the  evils 
which  may  arise  from  the  amalgamation 
of  companies. 

The  amendment  was  declared  }ost  on 
a  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  to  amend 
the  second  clause  by  striking  out  the 
words  **  side  of  the.**  He  said  :  The 
Bill  now  reads  : — 

"  Where  lines  of  telegraph  are  already  con- 
Htructed,  no  poles  shall  be  erected  by  the 
Company  in  any  city,  town  or  incorporated 
village  along  the  same  side  of  the  street  where 
fiuch  poles  are  already  erected,  unless  with  the 
consent  of  the  Council  of  such  city,  town  or 
incorporated  village." 

By  striking  out  the  words  "side  of 
the,"  this  Company  will  have  the  right 
to  erect  poles  in  any  street  where  poles 
have  not  been  already  put  up.  In  Mon- 
treal, for  instance,  whore  many  of  the 
business  streets  are  very  narrow,  and 
where  telegraph  poles  are  already  up,  it 
would  interfere  very  seriously  with  street 
traffic  to  permit  this  Company  to  put  up 
a  second  line  of  poles.  The  streets  of  a 
city  are  very  valuable  property.  As  a 
rule,  they  cost  the  public  a  good  deal, 
and  no  private  company  or  individuals 
should  be  allowed  to  occupy  this  pro- 
perty, or  encumber  it  for  their  own  pur- 
poses, without  paying  compensation,  or 
obtaining  permissioiv  from  the  corpora- 
tions who  may  be  regarded  as  trustees 
for  the  public. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost  on 
a  division. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

JI(m.  Mr.  Eaythome, 


BUILDING    SOCIETIES    BELIEF   BILL 
IN   COMMITTEE. 

Pursuant  to  Order,  the  House  resumed, 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  considera- 
tion of  Bill  (F)  "  For  the  relief  of  Pei- 
manent  Building  Societies  and  Loan 
Companies." 

Hon.  Mr.  AI&INS  moved  that  the 
8th  clause  be  amended  by  adding  the 
following  thereto : — 

*<  Clause  A — ^The  compliance  by  or  on  the 
part  of  any  such  society  or  company,  institu- 
tiou  or  corporation  and  its  officers  with  the 
said  provisions  shall  be  deemed  and  taken  to 
be  a  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  any 
section  of  any  act  requiring  such  society,  in- 
stitution or  corporation  to  transmit  to  the 
Minister  of  Finance  any  annual  statement  or 
return  ot  its  afiairs  or  of  its  assets  and  liabili- 
ties." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
clause,  as  amended,  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE,  from  the 
Committee,  reported  the  Bill  with  an 
amendment,  which  was  concuired  in. 

BILL   INTRODUCED. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  introduced  a 
Bill  "  To  repeal  the  Act  41  Vic,  Cap.  18, 
and  to  amend  the  Act  32-3  Yic,  Cap. 
20,  intituled  *  An  Act  respecting 
offences  against  the  person.' "  He  ex- 
plained that  he  proposed  to  substitute 
this  for  the  Bjll  relative  to  witnesses  in 
cases  of  common  assault. 

The  House  adjourned  at  5.30.  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Friday,  April  9th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 


CANADA    GUAKANTEE    COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

AMENDMENTS   CONCURRED   IN. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRXJDEL,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Standing  Orders  and  Private 
Bills,  reported,  with  certain  amendments, 
Bill  (22)  « Further  to  amend  the  Act 
therein  cited,  iDcor)K>i*ating  the  Canada 
Guarantee  Company." 
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Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER  moved  that  the 
amendments  be  concurred  in. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  tha 
third  reading  was  ordered  for  Monday 
next. 

THE    PROPERTY    QUALIFICATION    OP 
SENATORS. 

MOTION. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called  for  the  adoption  o£  an  additional 
rule  of  the  Senate,  requii'iiig  each  mem- 
ber of  the  Senate,  within  ten  days  there- 
after, and,  subsequently,  within  the  first 
twenty  days  of  the  first  session  of  each 
Parliament,  to  make  and  fyle  with  the 
clerk,  a  renewed  declaration  of  his  "  pro- 
perty qualification,"  and  making  it  the 
duty  of  the  clerk  to  lay  on  the  table  of 
the  House  a  list  of  those  members  who 
have  complied  with  such  rule, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said : 
The  motion  of  which  I  have  given  notice 
is  one  which  has  been  the  result  of  a 
good  deal  of  consideration  on  my  part, 
and  I  am  anxious  to  approach  it 
in  the  spirit  which  would  be 
mo&t  consonant  with  the  feelings  of 
members  of  the  Senate.  I  have  no  desire 
whatever  to  do  anything,  or  to  suggest 
the  adoption  of  anything,  which  will  at 
All  go  beyond  what,  in  my  judgment,  is 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining 
the  position  of  members  of  this  House  as 
required  by  law.  The  British  iforth 
America  Act  is  double  in  its  enactments. 
The  first  part,  as  it  affects  this  point,  re- 
quires the  possession  of  these  qualifica- 
tions ;  the  second  part,  reversing  the 
language  and  assuming  the  negative,  says 
that,  as  soon  as  these  qualifications  are 
not  possessed,  the  member  shall  lose  his 
seat.  Attached  to  the  Act  there  is  a 
schedule  declaration  of  the  property 
qualification.  It  is  not  stated  in  the 
Act  whether  that  declaration  shall  be 
made  once  or  several  times.  There  is  no 
enacting  clause  in  the  Act  which  refers 
to  the  schedule,  but  the  declaration  is 
Annexed  to  the  Act.  In  framing  the 
rules  and  orders  of  the  Senate,  the 
Committee,  which  was  appointed  immedi- 
ately after  Confederation,  did  not  adopt 
any  rule  upon  the  subject  afiecting  in 
any  way  the  future  conduct  of  members 
in  regard  to  their  qualification  for  con- 
tinuing to  occupy  their  seats,  and,  in  con- 
Hon.  Mr.  TrudeL 


sequence,  the  declaration  is  only  made 
once,  when  a  member  takes  his  seat  for 
the  first  time.  Thei*e  is  no  doubt  the 
British  North  America  Act  requires 
that  the  propei*ty  qualification  shall  be 
continuous,  and  it  is  desirable,  I  think, 
that  we  should  have  a  rule  by  which  it 
will  be  shewn  to  those  interested,  and  to 
the  public,  if  they  desire  to  take  cogni- 
zance of  it,  that  this  provision  of  the 
Statute  is  followed  and  observed  by  the 
Senate.  The  rule  that  I  desire  to  submit 
is  the  result  of  some  deliberation,  and,  I 
think,  meets  the  case.  Hon.  gentleiren 
may  ask  :  what  will  be  the  effect  if  the 
rule  is  disobeyed  1  The  eftect  of  that 
would  only  be,  and  that  is  all  I  contem- 
plate, to  draw  attention  to  the  circum- 
stance that  certain  members  of  the 
House  had  not  made  this  declaration. 
Then  it  would  be  for  the  House,  or  for 
any  member  of  the  House  who  thought 
proper  to  do  so,  to  take  such  a  course  as 
might  seem  desirable.  It  would,  I  think, 
have  the  effect  of  making  us  all,  and 
those  who  may  sit  here  ailer  us,  more 
strict  in  possessing  the  qualification 
which  the  law  requires.  The  truth  is 
that  the  requirements,  in  this  respect,  of 
the  British  North  America  Act  of  18(^7 
should  have  been  carried  out  by  the 
original  rules  of  the  House.  I  take  blame 
to  myself,  along  with  others,  as  having 
been  one  of  the  Committee  who  framed 
these  rules,  for  not  having  considered  the 
point.  I  think  if  this  rule  had  been 
adopted  in  1867,  it  would  have  been  far 
better.  It  ^as  omitted,  and  it  is 
for  the  Senate  to  say  whether  it  should 
now  be  adopted  or  not.  It  will  shew 
that  we  are  anxious  to  observe  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  under  which  we  sit. 
I  need  not  say  anything  further  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  the  desira- 
bility of  a  rule  of  this  kind,  and  I,  there- 
fore, move  the  adoption  of  the  nile  of 
which  I  have  given  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-— I  do  not  think  it 
is  at  all  incumbent  upon  my  hon.  friend 
to  prepare  a  rule  of  this  kind,  because  I 
do  not  believe  the  British  North  Amer- 
ica Act  contemplated  a  renewal  of  this 
affirmation  after  it  was  once  made.  Of 
course  it  is  opeu  to  any  member  to  attack 
the  seat  of  a  senator  who  may  have 
forfeited  it  under  the  British  North 
America  Act.  One  cannot  fail  to  re- 
cognize that  the  question  involves  a  great 
18 
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many  delicate  considerations,  to  discuss  it 
at  any  len^h.  i  should,  therefore,  be 
quite  ready  to  accept  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  House,  if  he 
would  so  frame  the  rule  that  the  affir- 
mation to  be  made  by  a  senator  should 
be  made  within  the  first  twenty  days  of 
the  next  session,  and  the  first  twenty 
days  after  the  meeting  of  each  new  Par- 
liament. It  is  now  very  near  the  end 
of  the  session,  and  probably  a  little  sharp 
to  introduce  a  rule  of  this  kind,  and, 
therefore,  I  think  it  may  very  well  be 
considered  by  the  House,  whether,  in  the 
event  of  the  adoption  of  the  proposition, 
we  should  not  limit  it  to  the  fii-st  twenty 
days  of  next  session.  I,  therefore,  move 
that  the  words  "  ten  days  thereafter  "  be 
struck  out,  and  the  following  substituted, 
"  the  first  twenty  days  of  next  session." 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  accept  this 
amendment,  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
rule. 

Hon.   Sir   ALEX.    CAMPBELL— I 
have  no  objection  to  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH  —  Suppose  a 
Senator  should  be  absent  through  sickness, 
or  should  be  away  from  the  country  during 
the  first  twenty  days  of  the  first  session 
of  a  Parliament,  would  it  not  be  well  to 
provide  that,  in  such  case,  he  should  not 
be  disqualified  in  consequence  of  his 
absence  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— He 
would  be  excused  by  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.    SCOTT— He   would   only 
break  a  rule  of  the  House,  not  the  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— Though  I 
have  always  been  in  favor  of  a  property 
qualification  for  members  of  both  Houses, 
and  though  I  opposed  the  removal  of  that 
qualification  in  the  case  of  members 
elected  to  serve  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, I  believe  it  iny  duty  to  oppose  this 
resolution  for  divers  reasons.  Amongst 
those,  I  may  allude  to  one  :  the  very 
bad  position  in  which  this  resolution,  if 
adopted,  would  place  hon.  senators  hail- 
ing from  the  Province  of  Quebec.  In 
any  other  province  of  the  Dominion 
except  that  one,  if  a  senator  possesses 
$4,000  in  any  part  of  the  province  that 
he  represents,  he  is  duly  qualified  to 
take  and  hold  his  seat  and  to  vote  in  this 
House.  But  each  Quebec  senator  is  re- 
quired either  to  reside  in  or  to  possess  that 
Hon.  Mr,  Scott. 


qualification  in  the  division  which  he  re- 
presents. Many,  in  fact  the  greater 
number  of  senators  from  that  province 
have  been  obliged,  in  consequence  of  that 
provision  in  the  British  North  America 
Act,  when  appointed  to  this  House,  to 
secure  their  qualification  by  purchasing 
prc^rties  in  their  respective  constituen- 
cies though  they  might  have  had  elsewhere 
in  their  province  more  than  was  sufficient 
for  their  qualification.  Though  I  do  not 
fully  understand  what  may  have  been 
the  reasons  for  making  such  a  distinction, 
I  may  say  that  I  do  not  complain  of  it. 
It  is  so  provided  by  tbe  constitution  and 
I  have  always  been  and  I  am  still  ready 
to  submit  to  it ;  but,  while  I  feel  bound 
to  accept  cheerfully  the  constitution  as  it 
is,  I  do  not  and  cannot  accept,  without 
a  protest,  the  position  in  which  this  re- 
solution, if  adopted,  would  place  hon. 
senators  from  Quebec.  It  would  clearly 
operate  disadvantageously  to  them,  and 
to  them  only.  For  instance,  let  me  take, 
amongst  many  others,  my  own  case. 
When  I  was  appointed,  I  had,  and  I  still 
have,  properties  in  some  four  or  ^Ye 
electoral  divisions,  but  none  in  the  one 
which  I  was  appointed  to  represent,  and^ 
as  I  was  not  a  resident  ot  that  district, 
I  was  obliged,  therefore,  to  buy  property 
there  which  I  did,  to  the  value  of 
$5,000.  That  property  has  increased 
in  value,  it  being  situated  in  a 
town.  But  suppose  it  should  be  des- 
troyed by  fire  just  at  the  beginning  of 
next  session,  or  the  beginning  of  the  first 
session  of  a  Parliament,  how  could  I  com- 
ply with  the  terms  of  this  resolution  ? 
Surely  this  is  a  serious  objection,  and,  as 
I  said  before,  I  do  not  raise  it  because  I 
am  opposed  to  the  property  qualification, 
but  because  it  places  the  Senators  from 
Quebec  in  an  exceptional  position — in  a 
worse  position,  for  years  to  come,  than 
our  colleagues.  If  a  Senator  from  any 
Province  but  Quebec  should  lose  the 
property  on  which  he  qualifies,  he  can,  if 
he  possesses  other  property  in  any  other 
part  of  the  Province  from  which  he  comes, 
still  qualify,  and  merely  have  to  change  his 
qualification  ;  but,  in  Quebec,  no  matter 
how  much  property  a  man  may  own,  if 
he  does  not  possess  sufficient  in  his  division, 
to  qualify  him,  he  forfeits  his  seat  It  is 
because  this  would  be  the  consequence  of 
the  adoption  of  this  rule  that  I  cannot 
accept  it.     If  the  resolution  could  be  so 
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framed  as  to  affect  all  the  provinces 
eqaallj,  I  would  have  less  objection  to  it, 
though  I  may  say  that  it  contains  many 
other  objectionable  features.  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  understood  as  advocating  that 
a  senator  ought  to  sit  here  in  violation 
of  the  law  of  the  land,  which,  I  consider, 
impliedly  enacts  that  senators  are  to  be 
qualified  so  long  as  they  have  a  seat ;  on 
Uie  contrary,  my  views  have  always  been 
that  members  of  Bbth  Houses,  when  re- 
quired by  law  to  hold  a  property  or  9ther 
qualification,  ought  to  be  so  qualified 
daring  the  whole  of  their  term  of  office. 
The  Journals  of  Parliament  shew  that 
such  has  been  my  views  in  years  past. 
Consequently,  though  I  am  quite  favor- 
able to  the  principle  on  which  this  resolu- 
tion is  based,  I  cannot — for  the  very  good 
reasons  that  I  have  given,  and  for 
many  others  which  I  do  not  see  the  ne- 
cessity of  taking  the  time  of  the  House 
to  mention — favor  such  a  rule,  and  1  feel 
bound  to  give  it,  in  the  name  of  my 
Province,  an  adverse  vote. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— I  should  rather 
have  allowed  this  motion  to  pass  without 
discussion,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  just  resumed  his  seat  had  not  spoken 
upon  it ;  but  I  rise  to  say  that  I  entirely 
agree  with  what  he  has  said.  In  fact, 
the  case  of  the  Quebec  senators  is  rather 
harder  than  he  has  stated  it,  and,  pos- 
sibly, what  I  am  about  to  say  will  apply 
to  other  members  besides  those  who 
come  from  that  Province.  The  law  de- 
clares that  any  gentleman  who  has  lost 
his  qualification  absolutely  cefases  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Senate,  and,  I  imagine, 
there  is  no  pegal  means  by  which  that 
can  be  remedied.  I  suppose  a  good 
many  gentlemen  enjoy  a  qualification 
which  consists  of  houses.  They  may  be 
burnt  down  at  any  moment,  and  the 
owner  of  the  property,  who  is  quali- 
fied upon  it,  would  then  absolutely 
cease  to  be  a  member  of  the 
Senate.  That  is  one  of  those 
things  that  I  believe  should  be  con- 
sidered, and  I  iidnk  the  leader  of  the 
House  would  do  well  to  ascertain  whether 
my  reading  of  the  law  is  connect,  and  in 
case  it  should  be  so,  to  see  whether  some 
alteration  could  not  be  made  to  allow  a 
gentleman  who  loses  his  qualification  in 
that  way  time  to  r^ain  it.  The  remarks 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  (Mr. 
Bellerose,)  apply  particularly  to  Quebec. 
Hon,  Mr.  Beilerose, 


I  know  the  case  of  a  Senator  who  could 
qualify  ten  or  twelve  times  over  on  the 
same  tenns  as  senators  from  other  parts 
of  the  Dominion,  and  yet  whose  property 
qualification  is  probably  not  much  more 
than  is  required  by  the  Statute,  that  is, 
the  property  he  possesses  in  the  division 
for  which  he  sits.  These  are  matters 
which,  if  we  are  going  into  tho  strict 
qualifications  of  senators,  should  be 
looked  into  with  a  little  more  care  than 
they  have  been  heretofore.  I  know 
that  if  it  is  thought  desirable 
to  make  a  change  in  this  direction,  we 
cannot  do  so  here.  It  would  have  to  be 
done  by  the  Imperial  Parliament. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.CAMPBELL—That 
ought  to  be  the  subject  of  a  resolution. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— My  impressioD 
is  that  it  would  have  to  be  done  by  a 
change  in  the  Constitution.  That  could 
easily  be  done.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Bellerose)  has  said  is  quite  proper,  and  I 
hope  that  the  House  will  consider  my 
remarks  are  alf>o  appropriate,  because  it 
is  a  matter  which  afiects  us  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  VID  AL— -It  is  with  no  little 
diffidence  that  I  venture  to  express  a 
difference  of  opinion  from  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Militia,  and  more  especially 
upon  a  question  of  this  nature ;  but  I 
have  been  looking  carefully  into  it,  and  I 
am  so  thoroughly  satisfied  that  this  reso- 
lution, when  adopted,  will  be  utterly 
valueless,  that  I  venture  to  suggest  that  a 
little  more  time  should  be  given  for  con- 
sideration, in  order  that  such  rules  or 
enactments  should  be  adopted  as  would 
really  effect  the  object  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  in  view.  We  have  been 
working  for  thirteen  years  under  the 
existing  constitution,  and  possibly  this 
difficulty  may,  to  a  limited  extent,  have 
existed  all  the  time,  but  it  has  never 
been  noticed,  and  we  have  gone  on 
very  smoothly  and  satisfactorily;  and 
why  not  continue  to  do  so,  if  this  pro- 
perty qualification  be  regarded  as  an  unde- 
sirable restriction,  for  we  have,  of  course, 
no  power  to  alter  or  amend  the  British 
North  America  Act,  which  requires  it. 
I  cannot  conceive  how  a  gentleman  who, 
by  his  talents,  experience  in  public 
affairs  and  commercial  knowledge,  is 
qualified  to  discharge  his  duties  in  this 
House  with  advantage  to  the  country  to- 
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day,  should,  by  the  destruction  to-night, 
by  fire,  of  the  property  on  which  he 
qualified,  be  unfitted  to  discharge  those 
duties  to-morrow.  In  my  judgment  he 
would  be  just  as  useful  to  this  House 
and  to  the  country  to-morrow  as  he  is  to- 
day, and  I  think  that  a  qualification 
which  is  so  unyielding  in  its  terms  ought, 
in  some  way  or  other,  to  be  modified,  or,  if 
possible,  left  in  abeyance,  as  it  has  been 
during  the  past  thirteen  years.  Suppose, 
for  instance,  I  considered  tins  resolution 
un  wan-anted  by  the  Oonstitutional  Act, 
and  paid  no  attention  to  it,  the  Clerk,  I 

Presume,  would  report  to  the  House  that 
had  failed  to  make  the  necessary  declar- 
ation. What  can  the  House  do  ]  Can 
they  follow  it  up  by  expelling  me  % 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No. 
The  effect  would  merely  be  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  you  had  not  done  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— And  I  should 
remain  in  my  seat.  Nothing  would  be 
accomi)Ushed  whatever,  except  that  the 
House  would  be  informed  that,  for  somo 
reason  or  other — and  it  could  not  know 
whether  from  a  mere  whim  or  other 
cause-— I  had  failed  to  make  this  declara- 
tion. I  question  whether  there  is  any- 
thing in  the  British  North  America  Act, 
or  in  our  rules  which  gives  the  Senate 
power  to  deal  with  such  a  case,  and,  con- 
sequently, I  think  that  the  proposed  rule 
would  be  entirely  inoperative.  Now, 
my  idea  is  that  if  this  property  qualifi- 
cation is  fo  be  of  any  real  service,  it 
must  be  enforced,  and,  to  accomplish  that, 
would  require,  not  merely  the  rule  that 
has  been  offered  for  our  adoption,  but 
several  others,  and,  I  believe,  even 
more  than  that — either  a  change  in  the 
British  North  America  Act,  or  the 
eaactment  of  a  law  similar  to 
that  which  protects  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  which  would  soon 
bring  anyone  to  book  who  ventured  to 
take  a  seat  here  without  possessing  the 
necessary  qualification.  If  this  latter 
plan  should  be  adopted,  and  a  heavy  fine 
be  imposed  for  each  day  that  any  person 
disqualified  should  sit  or  vote  in  this 
House,  it  would  be  a  very  serious  matter 
for  any  person  to  violate  that  law ;  but, 
unless  we  have  some  legislation 
of  that  kind,  I  do  not  see  how 
this  rule  can  be  made  effective. 
I  am  not  familiar  with  the  law,  and  do 
Hon.  Mr.  Vidal. 


not  see  where  we  get  powers  to  enforce 
it ;  possibly  it  may  be  given  in  the  18th 
section  oi  the  Confederation  Act,  by 
which  we  may  exercise  all  the  privileges, 
immunities  and  powers  enjoyed  by  the 
British  House  of  Commons.  Under 
those  powers,  there  might  be  some  way 
found  to  deal  with  the  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU— The  33rd  section 
provides  that  the  Senate  shall  hear  and 
determine  questions  respecting  the  quali- 
fications of  senators. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— It  is  that  clause 
which  constitutes  the  Senate  a  court  to 
try  such  oases,  but  there  is  no  rule  by 
which  we  can  really  bring  this  clause 
into  operation. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— There  is  one  rule 
with  r^jard  to  a  member  who  shall  be 
absent  for  two  sessions. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — ^I  was  about  to 
allude  to  that  rule  to  shew  that  what  we 
have  the  power  to  do  we  have  done.  In 
the  case  of  a  member  who  forfeits  his 
seat  by  being  absent  for  two  sessions,  we 
have  directed  our  Clerk  to  perform  a 
simple  and  easily-discharged  duty,  because 
he  has  in  his  possession  the  documents  by 
which  he  is  able  to  give  the  required 
information  to  the  House.  He  is  the 
person,  of  all  others,  in  the  best  position 
to  certify  to  the  absence  or  presence  of 
members  during  a  session,  and,  on  re- 
ceiving his  report,  the  House  is  in  a 
position  to  take  action  in  the  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  case  is  not 
as  clear  as  would  at  first  blush  appear, 
with  regard  to  a  member  who  has  for- 
feited Ins  seat  by  two  years*  absence, 
because  he  may  have  been  absent  in  con- 
sequence of  sickness,  without  any  record 
of  it  being  in  the  possession  of  the  Clerk. 
In  all  such  cases,  though  the  meillber 
has  virtually  lost  his  seat,  it  would  not 
be  declared  vacant  without  the  action  of 
the  House,  as  in  the  case  of  Sir  Edward 
Kenny. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  can  see  no  way 
by  which  this  question  of  qualification 
can  be  decided  by  any  similar  process. 
Now,  it  is  a  matter  of  history,  that  there 
was  a  qualification  for  members  of  the 
British  House  of  Commons.  It  existed  as 
far  back  as  Queen  Anne's  time.  A  mem- 
ber was  required,  when  he  took  his  seat 
in  the  House,  to  make  an  affidavit  that 
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be  possessed  the  requisite  qnalifioation. 
He  did  so  in  general  terms,  and  that 
declaration  was  acoepted.  He  simply 
said  that  he  was  quidified  according  to 
the  terms  of  the  statute.  But  if 
any  member  from  his  seat,  or 
anybody  outside  of  Parliament,  by 
petition,  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  member  making  that  declaration 
was  not  possessed  of  the  qualification, 
then  the  House  called  upon  liiat  member 
to  make  a  new  declaration,  specifying 
the  property  on  which  he  qualified,  and 
he  was  held  to  that  declaration ;  and  if 
that  was  determined  by  a  committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  be  insufficient, 
his  seat  was  forfeited,  although  he 
possessed  a  sufficiency  of  other  property, 
so  particular  were  they  about  it. 
It  will  have  to  be  the  same  here 
before  qualification  can  be  inquired  into* 
The  declaration  that  we  make  is  that 
we  have  property  to  the  value  specified 
in  the  Act,  but  if  that  declaration  should 
be  questioned  we  should  then  have  to 
specify  where  the  property  was  situated, 
and  give  its  description  and  value.  It  is 
a  serious  and  difficult  question,  and, 
while  this  re&olution  is  a  move  in  the 
right  direction,  I  think  it  requires  more 
careful  contdderation  than  it  has  yet  re- 
ceived 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
My  hon.  friend  is  probably  not 
aware  of  the  consideration  that  has 
been  given  to  this  matter  by  mem- 
bers of  this  House  for  the  last 
two  or  three  sessions ;  and  where  I 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken  is 
in  this  :  he  does  not  bear  in  mind  that 
this  rule  is  only  suggested  for  the  pur- 
pose of  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that 
a  member  of  this  House  has  not  made 
the  declaration.  The  only  way  of  in- 
quiring into  the  question,  if  it  comes 
before  the  House,  is  by  referring  it  to  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Privileges. 
There  are  only  two  ways  of  bringing  the 
matter  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  at  all,  at  present — one  bv  peti- 
tion, preferred  by  somebody  to  the  House, 
arid  if  such  a  petition  should  be  present- 
ed, the  course  of  the  leader  of  the  House 
would  1)0  to  move  that  the  petition 
should  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Privileges ;  the  other  way  would  be  for 
some  member  to  rise  in  his  place  and  say 
that  he  believed  the  hon.  Mr.  so-and-so 
Hm.  Mr.  Vid(U. 


\a  no  longer  qualified  to  occupy  his  seat 
in  this  House.  What  could  be  more 
painful  than  this  1  And  yet  it  is  desir- 
able to  bring  attention  to  the  subject, 
and  this  resolution  provides  the  least 
offensive  way  in  which  it  can  be  done  : 
that  the  member  has  not  made  the 
propeJr  declaration.  It  would  then  be  a 
matter  open  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  some  hon.  member  might 
feel  it  his  duty  to  mention  it  to  the 
Senate,  and,  in  that  way,  it  could  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Privileges. 
That  is  the  only  object  contemplated  by 
the  rule ;  it  draws  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject, and  then  ^it  is  for  the  Senate  to 
say  whether  any  further  step  is  to  He 
taken  or  not.  "With  reference  to  the 
objection  raised  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  De  Lanaudi^re  (Mr.  Bellerose)JI  do 
not  think  he  has  considered  that  this  pro- 
posed rule  does  not  press  any  additional 
obligation  on  the  members  firom  Quebec. 
That  obligation  is  already  imposed  on 
them  under  the  provisions  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  and  this  rule  does 
•toot  propose  to  increase  it  or  render  it 
more  burdensome  in  any  way.  If  an 
hon.  gentleman  from  Quebec  ceases  to 
hold  property  in  the  division  which  he 
represents,  and  no  longer  resides  there, 
he  would,  when  the  declaration  camo  to 
l>e  made,  have  to  restore  himself  to  the 
position  of  a  property  owner  or  resident 
in  his  district.  He  ought  to  have  been 
in  that  position  all  the  time,  under  the 
Act.  When  his  attention  is  called  to  the 
fact  every  five  years,  he  would  naturally 
endeavor  to  maintain  his  qualification, 
and  it  seems  to  me  to  be  desirable,  in  the 
interests  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  that 
it  should  be  so.  My  hon.  friend  says  he 
does  not  know  why  the  members  from 
Quebec  should  have  been  placed  in  this 
exceptional  position.  The  reason  was 
this  :  that,  in  Quebec,  the  population  is 
mixed  —  partly  English  and  partly 
French.  The  minority  is  English,  and 
it  was  thought  very  desirable  by  the 
gentlemen  &om  Lower  Canada  who 
attended  the  conferences  held  for  the 
purpose  of  framing  the  Confederation 
resolutions  (and  the  French  representa- 
tives, in  a  most  liberal  spirit,  acceded 
to  the  suggestion  then  made),  in 
the  interests  of  the  English-speaking 
people  of  the  Province,  that  there  should 
be  fixed  geographical  divisions  for  each 
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Senator  from  Quebec,  because  the  bulk  of 
the  English-speakiDg  people  is  found  in 
the  Eastern  Townships  and  in  the  Ottawa 
district,  and  it  was  thought  desirable  to 
enact  that  certain  members  of  this  House 
must  come  from  certain  districts  or  divi- 
sions, er  must  hold  property  in  such 
districts,  the  presumption  being  that  it 
would  insure  a  representation  of  the 
English  minority  as  well  as  of  the 
French  majority  of  the  Province  in  the 
Senate.  That  was  the  reason  the  distinc- 
tion was  made.  It  seems  to  me  that,  in 
drawing  attention  to  this  matter  once  in 
etery  Parliament,  we  are  doing  the 
very  least  that  ought  to  be  done  by  this 
House,  and  we  are  adapting  the  least 
offensive  means  which  could  be  used  for 
inviting  the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen 
to  the  terms  upon  which  they  hold  their 
aeats,  namely,  that  the  qualification  must 
be  permanent,  and  securing,  as  far  as  it 
can  be  done,  that  it  shall  be  so.  I  had 
hoped  very  much  that  the  resolution 
which  I  had  proposed  would  have  been 
allowed  to  pass  without  debate.  For  my 
own  part,  I  refrained  purposely  from 
going  at  all  beyond  what  was  necessary 
for  the  purpose  of  explaining  it.  I 
believe  it  would  be  found  very  muck  in 
the  interest  of  the  House,  and  I  trust 
that  it  will  now  be  adopted  unanimously. 
Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE— I  believe 
that  the  Hon.  Minister  of  Militia  (Sir 
Alex.  Campbell)  has  not  quite  caught 
my  objection.  I  do  not  complain  of  the 
exceptional  position  in  which  the  consti- 
tution places  Senators  from  Quebec  as  to 
their  qualification.  This  we  have 
accepted,  and  we  are  ready  to  stand  by, 
but  what  I  have  been  trying  to  shew 
is,  that  the  adoption  of  this  resolution 
would,  practically,  put  us  senators  from 
Quebec  in  a  far  worse  position  than  we 
occupy  under  the  British  North  America 
Act.  Under  existing  circumstances,  if, 
as  I  have[already  stated,  the  property  on 
which  a  Senator  from  Quebec  is  qualified 
should  be  destroyed  by  fire  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  first  session  of  a  new  Parlia- 
ment, no  one  would  even  think  of  laying 
a  complaint  before  the  Senate,  at  least 
for  a  few  months,  in  order  to  be  sure 
that  new  buildings  were  not  to  be  erect- 
ed, but,  if  this  resolution  is  to  be  adopted, 
no  Senator  from  Quebee  could  escape. 
He  would  have  to  ipeeifiir  his 
qualification,  and,  as  he  could  not, 
Hon,  Sir  AUx*  CampbM, 


on  account  of  the  circumstances  above 
mentioned,  the  Clerk  of  this  House 
would  have  to  report  the  fact  and  prac- 
tically lay  a  complaint  against  that  sen- 
ator, a  thing  which  certainly  could  not 
be  agreeable  to  any  member. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— He 
would  be  excused  from  making  his 
declaration. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE —The  hon. 
Minister  who  has  interrupted  me  will 
excuse  me  if  I  answer  that  the  Senator, 
standing  in  such  a  position,  could  not 
legally  or  decently  be  excused  by  this 
House.  To  be  so  excuse* I  would  require 
the  House  to  be  informed  of  the  facts, 
and  the  facts  having  come  to  the  know- 
ledge of  hon.  members,  either  in  this 
way  or  by  a  report  of  the  Clerk,  how 
could  their  honow  excuse  the  member  so 
disqualified,  in  the  face  of  the  constitu- 
tional law,  which  enacts  in  the  3Ut 
section  of  the  British  North  America  Act, 
as  follows  : — 

*<  The  place  of  a  Senator  Bhall  become 
vacant  in  any  of  the  followiDg  casei.       *      • 

"  If  he  ceases  to  be  qualified  in  respect  of 
property  er  of  residence." 

Would  not  the  Senate,  ttfen,  be  forced 
to  take  up  the  case  and  decide  that  the 
seat  of  that  hon.  Senator  was  vacant  1 
Tne  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  has  stated, 
in  answer  to  my  remarks,  that  the  only 
reason  which  had  led  the  framers  of  our 
Constitution  to  make  such  a  difference 
betweea  the  qualification  of  senators 
from  Quebec  and  that  of  senators  hail- 
ing from  the  other  provinces,  was  the 
fact  that  the  Province  of  Quebec  con- 
tained an  important  minority  of 
English-speaking  people.  To  that  T 
may  answer  that  this  only 
shews  the  liberality  displayed  by  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  that  Pro- 
vince. It  is  muoh  to  be  regretted  that 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  our  sister 
provinces  have  not  shewn  the  same  lib- 
erality to  the  different  minorities  speak- 
ing the  French  language,  living  amongst 
them.  If  such  had  been  the  case,  sena- 
tors hailing  from  each  and  every  pro- 
vince of  the  Dominion  would  have  been 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  to  qualifica- 
tion, and  then  there  could  have  been  no 
objection  to  the  passing  of  the  resolution 
now  under  consideration,  because  then 
the  new  rule  would  have  affected  all 
senators  alike.     Bnt  if    the  new   rule 
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should  be  adopted,  suchwould  not  be  the 
case,  and  it  might  then  liappen  that  the 
very  day  a  senator  from  Quebec  would 
lose  his  seat,  one  of  his  colleagues  hail- 
ing from  another  province,  and  having 
met  with  a  similar  accident,  could  retain 
his,  even  in  case  he  might  be  a  less 
wealthy  man.  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  is 
this  fair  ?  I  say  it  is  not,  and,  conse- 
quently it  is  my  duty  to  oppose  it  Not 
that  I  am  afraid  that  it  may  work  im- 
juriously  to  myself,  or  to  the  greater 
number  of  senators  from  Quebec  wh« 
have  now  a  seat  in  this  House,  but  I 
know  not,  and  none  of  my  colleagues  can 
tell  who  may  take  my  seat,  or  those  of 
our  colleagues,  from  that  Province  when 
we  are  gone  to  another  world.  Ther^ 
fore,  I  feel  it  my  duty  not  to  allow  such 
a  precedent  to  be  established,  for,  when 
that  rule  shall  have  been  adopted,  it  will 
be  more  difficult  to  remove  it  from  our 
book  of  rules  and  orders,  than  it  is  now 
to  vote  it  down,  before  it  is  made  a  pre- 
cedent. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  feel 
that  there  is  very  great  force  in  the  ob 
jection  which  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
JBellerose)  has  stated  to  this  House.  It 
ought  not  to  be  the  desire  of  the  Senate, 
and  I  am  sure  it  is  not  their  desire,  to 
pass  any  resolution,  in  the  discharge  of 
our  duty,  which  will  unfairly  embarrass 
senators  from  any  part  of  the  Dominion. 
The  members  from  the  Province  of  Que- 
bec, as  has  been  explained  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  De  Lanaudi^re,  do  stand 
in  a  different  position  from  that  occupied 
\)y  members  from  the  other  provinces, 
and  it  might  be  well  if  the  leader  of  the 
Government  in  this  House  would  allow 
me  to  propose  that  this  debate  be  ad- 
journed until  the  next  sitting  of  the 
House,  in  order  to  give  us  an  opportunity 
to  consider  the  objection  that  has  been 
raised. 

The  motion,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  4ri5  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Monday,  April  Itth,  1880, 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  eight 
•o'clock  p.m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
Hon,  Mr,  BeUerose, 


DISALLOWANCE  OF   BRITISH 
COLUMBIAN  ACTS. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  moved  :— 
"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Governor-General,  praying 
that  His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid 
before  this  House,  copies  of  all  correspondence 
between  the  Dominion  Govemment  and  the 
Proyincial  Goyeinment  of  British  Columbia, 
and  between  the  Supreme  Court  Judges  of 
British  Columbia  and  the  Local  and  Dominion 
Goyemments,  on  the  <  Better  Administration 
of  Justice  Act,  1878,'  and  the  '  Judicature  Act, 
1879,'  both  passed  by  the  Local  Legislature, 
together  with  the  official  protest  of  the  said 
Judges  against  the  allowance  of  those  Acts ; 
and,  also,  copies  of  the  reports  of  the  hon. 
the  Minister  of  Justice  on  the  yarious  British 
Columbian  Acts  of  the  sessions  1877,  1878 
and  1879,  not  hitherto  printed." 

He  said  :  My  object  in  moving  for  these 
papers  is  to  get  the  opinion  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice  on  these  Acts  mentioned 
in  this  motion,  and  also  his  opinion  of 
the  protest  of  the  judges  against  the 
allowance  of  these  Acts, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
do  not  know  that  there  is  anything  in 
the  papers  asked  for  that  would  prevent 
them  from  being  brought  down.  Some 
of  them  may  be  of  a  confidential  char- 
acter, and,  in  that  case,  cannot  be  made 
public ;  but  any  that  are  not,  will  be 
brought  down. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


THE  SENATE    DEBATES. 
A     QUESTION   OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  rise  to 
a  question  of  piivilege.  I  claim  permis- 
sion again  to  repeat  that  a  grave  charge 
was  pi*eferred  against  the  reporters  of 
this  House  on  the  5th  April,  just  a  week 
ago.  They  wei-e  charged  with  unfairly 
and  dishonestly  reporting  the  proceedings, 
and  with  inspiring  an  attack  in  a  city 
paper  upon  a  Senator  of  this  House.  I 
now  ask  the  leader  of  this  House,  who 
ought,  by  virtue  of  his  high  position,  to 
be  the  guardian  of  its  honor — who  ought 
to  be  the  protector  of  the  weak  against 
the  strong — who  ought,  clothed  as  he  is 
with  the  power  and  authority  of  a  minis- 
ter of  the  Crown,  to  see  even-handed 
justice  meted  out  to  all — I  ask  him  : 
does  he  think,  when  we  saii  to-day  as  a 
Ck)mmittee  on  Prifileges,  that  he  acted 
in  a  manner  to  reflect  honor  upon  this 
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House  1  We  all  teel  that  the  character 
of  ererj  man  is  dear  to  him,  but  esp^ci 
allj  of  those  who  have,  by  their  ability 
and  industry,  to  earn  their  bread  ;  and 
are  we,  as  members  of  the  Dominion 
Senate,  to  be  placed  in  the  humiliating 
position,  by  the  leader  of  this  House,  of 
not  teeing  a  fair  opportunity  afforded  to 
the  accused  to  defend  themselves  against 
the  charges  preferred  against  them  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  do 
not  know  that  I  have  much  to  say  to  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman. 
The  hon.  Senator  from  Richmond,  the 
other  day,  made  some  reference  to  the 
conduct  which  he  believed  had  been  pur- 
sued towards  him  by  certain  persons 
employed  by  the  Senate,  and  he  made  a 
statement  on  the  subject  from  his  place 
in  the  House.  I  suggested,  as  the  best 
plan  which  occurred  to  me,  that  the 
matter  should  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Privileges.  That  Committee 
met  to-day,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Miller),  in  the  just  exercise  of  his  privi- 
leges as  a  u: ember  of  the  House,  said  that 
he  had  not  asked  that  there  should  be 
any  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Privi- 
legeH,  and  that  he  had  nothing  to  submit 
to  that  Committee.  I  therefore  moved 
that  the  Committee  should  rise,  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  I  was  quite  right  in  doing 
so ;  ne  other  step  coidd  have  been  taken. 
I  think  the  House  will  believe,  as  I  do, 
that  I  have  done  my  duty,  and  that  they 
will  smile,  as  I  do,  at  the  attack  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Alexander)  has 
made  upon  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  think 
hat  thb  is  a  matter  of  too  serious  a 
nature  to  be  treated  in  a  jocular  manner. 
While  anybody  who  rises  to  speak  of  it 
should  approach  the  subject  with  great 
tenderness  and  regard  for  the  feelings  of 
everybody  affected  by  it,  we  ought  to 
remember  that  two  individuals,  whose 
character  has  been  attacked,  have  not 
been  given  an  opportunity  to  defend 
themselves,  and  I  think  the  reporters, 
who  have  done  their  duty  faithfully  dur- 
ing this  and  former  sessions,  are  entitled 
to  an  investigation  of  the  charges  made 
against  them  a  week  ago.  I  do  not 
desire  to  continue  this  diiscussiou  at  the 
present  time,  but  I  must  say,  that  it 
would  be  a  mistake,  in  my  opinion,  and 
unbecoming  the  dignity  of  the  Seaate  to 
let  the  matter  rest  where  it  is. 
Hon,  Mr:  Alexander, 


THE  COMMITTKB  ON  CONTINGENCIES, 
QUESTION   OF    PBIVILKOE. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXfLNDER— I  ris* 
again  to  a  question  of  privilege.  I  se» 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Con- 
tingencies  in  his  place.  May  I  ask  him 
when  he  intends  to  eall  the  Committee 
together  t 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
That  is  not  a  question  of  privilege. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDlB^Then,  I 
ask,  as  a  member  of  this  House,  wheli 
the  Committee  on  Contingencies  is  to  be 
called  together  1 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman asked  me  a  few  days  ago  to  call 
the  Contingent  Committee  together,  and 
I  had  made  up  my  mind  at  that  time  ta 
do  so  on  Tuesday,  at  his  request,  with 
the  object  of  having  some  informal  con- 
versation in  reference  to  a  motion  which 
is  on  the  paper.  On  consideration,  how- 
ever, I  concluded,  as  the  Committee 
would  have  to  be  called  together  after 
the  adopj^ion  of  that  motion,  that  it  would 
be  useless  to  have  two  meetings  so  near 
each  other  on  the  same  subject,  and, 
besides,  I  was  not  so  sure  that  it  would 
be  respectful  to  the  House  to  attempt 
to  call  an  informal  meeting  to  diseuss  a 
matter  which  it  had  befoi'e  it,  to  fore- 
stall, as  it  were,  its  action.  I,  therefore, 
concluded  not  to  call  the  Committee 
together  until  after  the  consideration  of 
the  motion  on  Wednesday  next. 

Hon.     Mr.     ALEXANDER  —  Will 

the  hon.  gentleman  call  the  Committee 
on  Contingencies  together  on  Wednesday 
next  at  eleven  o'clock  1 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The  hon. 
gentleman  declines  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Yes;  I  de- 
cline. 

H(Hi.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  have  a 
most  important  matter  to  bring  before 
that  Committee ;  one  deeply  affecting  the 
public  interest,  and  the  honor  of  this 
House,  and,  yet,  when  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman,  with  all  respect  and  deference 
to  the  House  and  himself  individually, 
to  call  the  Committee  on  Contingencies 
together,  he  refuses  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— If  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  state  to  me   the  matter 
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which  he  desires  to  submit  to  the  Com- 
mittee, I  shall  state  in  reply  whether  I 
will  or  will  not  call  the  Committee 
together.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
aire^idy  told  me  that  he  desires  the  meet- 
ing to  be  held,  in  order  that  there  may 
be  an  informal  discussion  on  the  subject 
of  the  resolutions  on  the  paper  for  to- 
morrow. Is  that  the  matter  which  the 
hen.  gentleman  wishes  to  submit  to  the 
Committee  %  If  it  is,  I  shall  not  call  the 
Committee  together  until  after  the  motion 
which  is  now  on  the  paper  is  dealt  with. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  am  sur- 
prised at  the  course  taken  by  the  Chair- 
man of  that  Committee.  I  have  been  in 
Parliament  for  twenty-two  years,  and  it 
is  the  first  time  that  I  have  known  a 
Chairman  of  a  Committee  refuse  such  a 
request,  when  it  has  been  represented  to 
him  that  a  grave  and  important  matter 
required  to  be  investigated.  I  want  to 
know  how  this  House  is  going  to  deal 
with  this  matter  f  Are  not  all  the  mem- 
bers of  that  Committee  the  public 
servants  of  the  Senate!  Is  not  the 
Chairman  of  that  Committee  a  public 
servant  of  the  House  1  We  are  appoint- 
ed by  the  House  to  discharge  our  duty, 
and,  when  a  member  feels  Umt  he  has  a 
grave  and  serious  duty  to  discharge  to 
the  country,  the  hon.  gentleman  refuses 
to  call  that  Committee  together.  I 
charge  him,  seriously  and  calmly,  on  the 
floor  of  this  House,  with  impeding  the 
public  business.  He  has  taken  the 
responsibility  of  refusing  a  member  the 
right  to  bring  before  a  committee  of  the 
Senate  a  matter  of  the  gravest  possible 
importance  to  the  public. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— If  the  hon. 
gentleman  expresses  surprise  at  my  con- 
duct in  this  instance,  I  do  not  stand 
alone  in  a  surprise  of  a  different  character. 
I  am  sure  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
House  have  expressed  surprise,  during 
the  whole  session,  at  the  course  he  has 
pursued  in  relation  to  the  business  of  the 
country.  His  conduct  this  session  in 
eonnection  with  the  public  business  seems 
to  be  one  of  an  extraordinary  character,  one, 
first,  of  a  vain  glorification  of  himself  in 
connection  with  the  reporting  of  his  own 
speeches ;  and,  second,  of  his  attacks  upon 
certain  members  of  the  Senate.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has,  to  my  knowledge,  been 
defaming,  in  a  most  infamous  manner, 
Hon,  Mr.  Miller, 


some  of  the  leading  members  of  this 
House  in  connection  with  the  motion 
which  is  now  on  the  Minutes,  and  which 
is  te  come  up  for  consideration,  I  am 
glad  to  say,  next  Wednesday.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  been  defaming,  in  my 
presence  and  in  the  presence  of  other 
members  of  the  Senate,  in  the  most  un- 
justifiable manner,  some  of  the  most  res- 
pectable members  of  this  House,  and  has 
been  shewing  a  temper  and  passion  for 
which  there  may  be  some  excuse  in  a 
charitable  construction  of  his  conduct  and 
circumstances  ;  but  in  no  other  light  can 
his  conduct  be,  for  one  moment,  tolerated 
or  justified  by  any  sane  man. 
The  subject  then  dropped. 

CANADA    GUARANTEE    COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

THIRD    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER  moved  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (22)  "  Further  to  amend 
the  Act  therein  cited,  incoi'porating  the 
Canada  Guarantee  Company." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  following 
amendment  to  clause  A  of  the  amend- 
ments : — 

<<  Nothing  in  this  Act  contained  shall  be 
conqiarued  to  affect,  change  or  diminish  the 
liability  of  any  existing  shareholder  in  the 
said  Company,  for  any  claim  or  demand  now 
existing  under  any  policy  heretofore  granted 
bj  the  said  Canada  Guarantee,  whether  such 
claim  be  now  in  suit  or  whether  the  same  be 
merely  notified  to  the  said  Company,  or  other- 
wise awaiting  adjustment  or  examination ;  but 
such  person  holding  claims  and  the  said 
Guarantee  Company  shall  remain  in  the  same 
relative  x>osition  as  if  the  Act  had  never  been 
passed." 

'Jhe  SPEAKER— I  observe  that  the 
practice  in  the  House  of  Lords,  in  all 
cases  where  a  bill  has  been  set  down 
on  the  Orders  of  the  Day  for  the 
third  reading,  is  that  the  bill  is  read 
before  the  amendments  are  proposed, 
and  then,  any  member  has  a  right  x» 
propose  amendments.  But  the  course 
has  been  adopted  here  of  making  a  motion 
that  the  bill  be  not  now  read  the  third 
time,  but  that  it  be  amended  in  a  certain 
direotion.  That  course  would  apply 
where  it  was  desirable,  or  where  it  was 
the  wish  of  a  member  of  the  House  to 
refer  the  bill  back  to  committee  to 
amend  it,  as  may  be  determined  by  the 
House,  but  the  practice  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  as  far  as  I   have  had  an  oppor- 
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tunity  of  observing  it,  is  that,  when  the 
Order  of  the  Day  is  called,  the  bill  is 
read  the  third  time,  and  then  it  is  quite 
competent  for  any  member  of  the  House 
to  move  an  amendment.  It  simplifies 
proceedings,  and  is  attended  with  less 
difficulty  in  keeping  the  minutes.  I 
merely  make  a  suggestion  ;  I  would  not 
attempt,  myself,  to  interfere  with  or 
change  the  practice  which  has  prevailed 
in  this  House. 

Hob.  Mr.  SCOTT  —Practically,  I  sup- 
pose, there  is  no  objection  to  adopt  this 
amendment.  It  seemed  to  me  that  when 
a  bill  was  to  be  read  the  third  time,  an 
amendment  might  be  made  of  which 
notice  was  given. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  third  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  then  meved  his 
amendments 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
suppose  that  this  amendment  does  not 
include  those  claims  which  are  inchoate 
—claims  that  may  exist,  but  have  not 
been  pressed  1 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  only  affects 
olaims  of  whicji  the  Company  have  had 
notice. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
That  is  the  intention  % 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 
The  amendment  was  concurred  in,  and 
the  Bill  was  passed. 


•WITNESSES  IN  COMMON  ASSAULT  CASEg 
BILL. 

ORDER   DISCHARGED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
read,  that  the  House  go  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (41)  "  To  pt ovide 
that  persons  charged  with  coMmon  as- 
sault shall  be  competent  as  witnesses," 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  he  had  been 
unable  to  obtain  an  interview  with  the 
promoter  of  the  Bill  in  the  other  House, 
although  he  had  tried  on  two  or  three 
occasions  to  see  him.  For  that  reason, 
and  from  the  fact  that  his  hon.  friend 
from  De  Lanaudi^re  had  a  Bill  of  the 
jsame  nature  before  the  House,  but  which 
would  take  a  different  place  on  the 
Statutes,  it  might  possibly  be  that  his 
measure  would  supersede  the  one  which 
he  (Mr.  Miller)  had  in  charge.  As  they 
The  Speaks, 


had  arranged  to  allow  the  two  Bills  to  go 
to  Committee  together,  he  would  ask 
that  the  order  be  discharged,  and  that 
this  Bill  be  referred  to  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  on  Wednesday  next. 

The  motion  was  a^-eed  to,  and  the 
order  was  discharged. 

OFFENCES    AGAINST    THE  PERSON 
PARTIAL  REPEAL  BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  moved  the 
second  reading  of  Bill  (L)  "  To  repeal 
the  Act  intituled  '  An  Act  to  provide  that 
persons  charged  with  common  assault 
shall  be  competent  as  witnesses,'  and  to 
amend  the  Act  intituled  *  An  Act  re- 
specting offences  against  the  person.'  " 
He  said  that  this  Bill  was  to  the  same 
purport  as  the  measure  ef  which  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Richmond  had  charge. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  asked  permission, 
before  the  House  adjourned,  to  make  a 
correction  in  the  report  of  a  few  remarks 
he  had  made,  when  the  resolution  in  re- 
ference to  the  qualification  of  Senators 
was  under  discussion  a  few  days  ago. 
Those  remarks  had  not  been  sent  to  him 
for  revision.  He  had  been  made  to  say 
that  absence,  through  sickness,  would  pre- 
vent a  senator  from  being  disqualified. 
What  he  had  said  was  in  reference  to  a 
remark  from  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Samia  (Mr.  Yidal),  who  had  stated  that 
it  was  an  easy  matter  for  the  Clerk  to  re- 
port to  the  House  when  a  member's  seat 
was  affected  by  absence,  bemuse  he  was 
the  person  in  the  best  position  to  certify 
to  the  absence  or  presence  of  members 
during  a  session.  To  this,  he  (Mr. 
Miller)  had  replied  that  the  records  did 
not  always  shew  it,  because  a  member 
might  be  at  Ottawa,  or  within  ten 
miles  of  Ottawa,  sick,  and  his  time 
would  count  in  the  same  way  as  if  he 
had  attended  in  his  place— a  very  dif- 
ferent thing  from  saying  that  absence 
from  sickness  would  have  no  effect  on  his 
seat. 

The  House  adjourned  at  8.50  p.m. 
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The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings, 

THE  SENATE  DEBATES. 

HEPORT     OP     THE     COMMITTEE    ON 

PRIVILEGES. 

The  SPEAKER,  as  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Privileges,  submitted  the 
foUowing  report  :— 

«  That  the  8aid  Oommittee  met  in  the  Senate 
Chamber  on  the  12th  instant,  and  took  into 
consideration  the  order  of  reference  of  the  5th 
of  April,  when  it  was  moved  and  carried  that 
the  Committee  do  rise." 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— At  this  stage  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  day,  I  rise  to  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn.  I  make 
this  motion  in  order  to  enable  me  regu- 
lai'ly  to  bring  before  the  House  a  state- 
ment of  the  circumstances  under  which, 
a  few  days  ago,  I  made  certain  charges 
in  my  place  against  the  reporters  of  the 
Senate.  That  question  was  referred,  not 
at  my  instance,  to  the  Committee  on 
Privileges,  but  I  did  not  consider,  in 
the  present  stage  of  the  matter,  at  least, 
that  it  was  necessary  I  should  make  a 
question  of  privilege  between  myself  and 
two  employes  of  the  House.  I,  there- 
fore, stated  to  the  Committee  when  it 
met  that  I  did  not  desire  the  question  to 
be  discussed  in  the  Committee  on  Privi- 
leges, at  least,  before  I  took  an  oppor- 
tunity of  offering  to  the  House  such  ex- 
planations as  I  considered  I  was  in  a 
position  to  submit  in  reference  to  the 
charges  which  I  made  against  these 
individuals.  I  have  been  a  member  of 
the  Senate  for  nearly  thirteen  years,  and 
during  that  time  I  have  experienced,  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  and,  in  fact,  on 
all  occasions,  the  greatest  kindness  and 
consideration  from  my  colleagues.  I 
cannot  charge  my  memory  with  ever 
having  brought,  during  that  long  period 
of  years,  a  single  personal  question  before 
the  Senate,  and  from  this  fact  I  would 
wish  hon.  gentlemen  to  understand  the 
unpleaisantness  which  it  caused  me  to 
have  to  introduce  a  matter  of  a  personal 
charactar  to  your  notice.  Before  pro- 
ceeding to  touch  upon  the  question  to 
which  I  intend  to  address  myself,  I  wish 
to  make  a  remark  or  two  with  regard  to 
Hon.  Mr.  Miller. 


other  subjects  which  have  been  connect- 
ed with  the  discussion  of  it  in  this  House. 
It  seems  lo  be  considered  by  some  gentle- 
men that  it  is  very  wrong  for  a  member 
of  Parliament,  in  his  place  in  the  House, 
exercising  one  of  his  highest  functions 
and  privileges,  the  unshackled  free- 
dom of  speech  which  is  a  pecu- 
liarity of  our  constitutional  system — 
that  a  member  exercising  that  privilege 
should,  in  his  place  in  Parliament,  arraign 
one  who  has  not  an  opportunity  of  de- 
fending himself  on  the  floor  of  this 
House.  Why,  a  proposition  such  as  that 
must  strike  every  scholar  of  constitu- 
tional history  as  one  of  a  lAost  absurd 
character  ?  The  man  who  finds  fault 
with  a  member  of  Parliament  for  assault- 
ting  an  individual,  or  any  number  of 
individuals,  no  matter  how  high  or  how 
low  may  be  their  position,  on  the  ground 
that  they  have  no  opportunity  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  to  defend  themselves, 
is  ignorant  of  the  first  principles  of  parlia- 
mentary privileges.  I  have,  therefore, 
been  astonished  to  hear  myself  censured 
on  the  ground  that  T  had  done  an 
unwarrantable  act  in  assailing  men  who 
have  not  the  chance  to  defend  themselves 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  Why,  nine- 
tenths  of  the  assaults  made  in  Parlia- 
ment are  made  upon  individuals  who  are 
not  members  of  Parliament,  and  if  you 
take  away  the  right  w)  make  such  assaults 
you  would  denude  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament of  their  most  important  powers 
in  serving  the  true  interests  of  the 
country.  I  should  like  to  hear  what 
would  be  said  to  a  member  of  the  House 
of  Commons  who  would  state  that  it  was 
improper  to  assail  in  that  House  a  man 
who  was  not  a  member  of  that  Chamber, 
and,  therefore,  had^  no  opportunity  of  de- 
fending himself  ?  I  say  that  it  is  not  im- 
proper to  assail  anybody  that  a  member 
of  Parliament  thinks  it  is  his  duty  to 
assail,  and  he  is  to  be  controlled  only  by 
his  consciousness  of  his  responsibilities, 
and  by  public  opinion.  There  is  another 
distinction  which  some  gentlemen  require 
to  be  reminded  of  in  connection  with  this 
question.  They  consider  language  ap- 
plied to  individuals  not  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  governed  by  the  name  rules 
as  regulate  debates  before  the  Senate, 
between  its  members,  which  is  a  very 
mistaken  conclusion.  In  order  to  encour- 
age and  secure  decorum  of  discussion  in 
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Parliament,  there  are  certain  rules  laid 
down  with  regard  to  parliamentary  utter 
aoces,  which  have  no  reference  whatever 
to  an  individual  who  is  not  a  member  of 
Parliament.  These  rules  are  laid  down 
for  a  wise  purpose,  in  order  that  in  the 
deliberations  of  Parliament,  members 
may  not  overstep  the  limits  of  propriety, 
and  thereby  prevent  calm  deliberation 
and  that  harmony  of  feeling  and  gentle- 
manly intercourse  which  it  is  necessary 
should  prevail.  If  a  member  of  Parlia- 
ment believes  that  an  individual,  whether 
an  official  of  either  House  or  not,  is  a 
disreputable  character,  it  would  be  per- 
fectly parljltmentar}  for  him  to  say  so,  in 
language  which  would  not  be  proper  for 
him  to  use  to  a  member  of  the  House. 
If  he  believes  that  an  official  of  the 
House,  or  an  individual  outside  of  it,  is 
a  dishonest  character,  or  a  spy  on  the 
deliberations  of  the  House,  it  would 
be  perfectly  parliamentary  for  him  to 
designate  the  individual  in  such 
language,  though  it  might  not  be  parlia- 
mentary if  the  person  assailed  were  a 
member  of  the  House.  I  may  say  that 
I  approach  this  question  with  feelings  of 
regret.  Those  who  know  me  intimately 
will  believe  that  it  can  afford  me  no 
pleasure,  but,  on  the  contrary,  much  pain, 
to  have  to  assail  individuals  who  do  not 
occupy  the  same  position  that  I  do  in 
this  Chamber.  But,  feeling  conscien- 
tiously that  I  have  been  wronged  by 
th«se  reporters,  and  that  I  am  certain 
in  the  future  to  be  wronged  by  them,  it 
is  my  duty,  my  right  and  my  privil^e 
to]  express  what  I  feel,  and  it  is  not  a 
breach  of  parliamentary  decorum  for  me 
to  do  so  in  the  strongest  terms  that  I 
may  use.  With  regard  to  these  report- 
ers, I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that,  to  a 
large  number  of  hon.gentlemen,  they  have 
discharged  their  duties  satisfactorily,  and, 
up  to  a  short  time  ago,  I  had  myself  not 
much  fault  to  find  with  them  ;  in  fact,  I 
was  myself  not  unfriendly  to  them  until 
a  very  recent  period.  I  have  no  doubt 
there  are  men  in  this  Chamber  who  have 
found  these  reporters  discharge  their 
duty  more  than  satisfactorily,  and  such 
members  have  a  right  to  entertain  their 
own  opinions  with  r^;ard  to  them ;  but, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  believe  that 
they  have  not  discharged  their  duties 
satisfactorily  or  fairly  to  me,  and  it  is  my 
right  and  privilege  to  complain  when  I 
n<m.  Mr,  MUkr. 


think  so.  The  first  occasion  on  which  I 
had  any  differences  with  these  gentlemen 
was  towards  the  close  of  last  session.  A 
sub-committee  of  the  Debates  Committee 
was  appointed,  in  order  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  the  reporting  of  the  debates  of 
this  session.  My  hon.  friend  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  (Mr.  Haythome)  waa 
Chairman  of  that  Sub-Committee. 
Arrangements  were  entered  into  with 
the  present  reporters  under  which, 
the  publication  of  the  Senate  Debates 
should  take  place  in  the  Free  Frees,  I, 
myself,  was  desirous  that  the  reporta 
should  appear  in  a  morning  paper,  and  I 
ascertained,  what  I  did  not  know  before, 
until  a  late  period  of  the  session,  that  it 
would  be  possible  to  obtain  a  publication 
of  our  reports  in  the  Citizen^  a  morning 
paper.  I,  therefore,  used  every  exertion, 
thatlcould  to  have  the  agreement  with  the 
Free  Frees  cancelled,  and  I  believe  that  I 
was  mainly  the  cause  of  that  being  done, 
much  to  the  displeasure  of  the  reporters^ 
I  do  not  know  why  the  reporters  pre- 
ferred to  have  our  debates  published  in 
the  Free  Frees,  but  the  fact  was  notorious 
to  the  gentlemen  who  acted  on  the 
Committee  that  they  were  desirous  that 
the  official  reports  should  not  appear  in 
any  other  paper,  and  they  were  displeased 
with  me  for  using  my  influence  in  this 
House  and  in  the  Committee  to  bring 
about  a  change.  Shortly  after  that 
occurrence,  I  had  occasion  to  speak  in 
this  House  on  a  matter  in  which  I 
took  some  interest,  and  addressed  the 
House  for  some  fifteen  minutes.  A  gen- 
tleman followed  me  who  spoke  for  about 
five  minutes ;  and  in  the  next  morning's 
telegraphic  summary  in  the  Montreal 
and  Toronto  papers  I  found  that  the 
gentleman  who  followed  me,  and  who 
was  a  slow  speaker  in  comparison  to- 
myself,  had  nearly  twice  as  much  space 
in  the  telegraphic  summary  as  I  had.  It 
was  a  matter  on  which  I  desired  at  the 
time  to  have  my  views ,  brought  before 
the  country,  and  I  thought  the  thing  was 
so  very  marked  that  it  could  not  be 
otherwise  than  intentional.  I  went, 
myself,  to  the  reporter's  office,  and  asked 
them  how  such  a  thing  could  have  oc- 
curred, and  I  told  tliem  that  I  could  not 
help  looking  upon  it  as  intentional.  I 
infoimed  them  on  that  occasion  that,  if 
they  treated  me  in  that  manner,  I  would 
not  forget  it,  and,  because  I  said  so,  it  has. 
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been  mentioned  by  them  and  bj  members 
in  this  House  that  I  made  a  threat 
against  them !  Could  anything  be  more 
absurd)  When  I  came  up  to  Parlia- 
ment this  session  I  was  placed  upon  the 
Reporting  Committee  without  any  re- 
quest  of  mine.  I  took  very  little  interest 
in  the  reporting  of  the  debates  of  the 
House.  1  spoke  very  little  and  intended 
to  speak  very  little  during  the  session, 
And,  therefore,  hardly  ever  attended  the 
meetings  of  the  Debates  Committee. 
Day  after  day  the  hon.  chairman  of  that 
Committee  (Mr.  Alexander)  came  to  my 
room  complaining  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  reports  were  being  made, 
and  asked  my  permission  to  have 
the  reporters  called  to  my  room  in 
order  to  have  them  reprimanded,  and  to 
insist  upon  them  doing  the  work  better. 
I  genensdly  told  him  that  I  did  not  care 
how  the  re|K)rting  was  done.  I,  in  fact, 
regretted  to  see  that  there  was  more  of 
H  personal  sort  of  glorification  and  vanity 
in  connection  with  reporting  in  certain 
quarters  than  was  in  the  interest  of  the 
House  or  the  country,  and  I  was,  there- 
fore, indifferent  as  to  whether  his  views 
were  carried  out  in  regard  to  the  report- 
ing of  the  debates.  At  his  earnest 
solicitation,  one  of  the  reporters  was 
brought  to  my  room  on  several  occasions, 
and  was  remonstrated  with  in  my  pre- 
sence. After  the  reporter  retired,  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Alexander)  up- 
braided me  with  not  having  sustained 
him,  and  helped  him  make  the  reporters 
do  their  duty  more  efficiently.  The  first 
occasion  on  which  I  sent  for  the  contrac- 
tor himself,  was,  I  think,  something  like 
a  month  ago,  and  it  happened  under  these 
circu'mstanoee  :  I  came  to  the  House  early 
ene  morning  and  found  that  the  papers 
had  not  been  distributed  in  our  boxes. 
I  requested  a  messenger  to  go  out  and 
buy  me  a  paper.  He  returned  with  one 
which  contained  no  supplement.  An 
hour  after,  I  got  my  Citizen,  in  the  box  at 
the  Post  Office,  and  found  that  it  con- 
tained a  supplement,  in  which  two  or 
three  columns  of  our  debates  appeared. 
I  thought  it  strange,  as  the  understand- 
ing with  the  Citizen  was  that  not  only 
papers  furnished  to  us,  but  also  the 
entire  edition,  shotdd  contain  the  supple- 
ments in  which  the  debates  of  the  Senate 
appeared,  and  1  conceived  it  was  just 
|K)S8ible  that  the  paper  was  xiot  fiedthfuUy 
Hon,  Mr.  MiUm-, 


carrying  out  its  contract.  I  thought  it  a 
matter  which  deserved  investigation  and 
sent  for  the  contractor — the  only  time 
that  I  sent  for  him  during  the  session. 
He  came  to  my  room  and  explained  the 
matter  to  me.  He  said  he  did 
not  understand  how  it  had  hap- 
pened, and  did  not  believe  that 
it  occurred  as  a  general  thing.  I  ascer- 
tained myself,  during  the  day,  that  the 
CiHzen  newspaper  was  faithfully  carry- 
ing out  the  contract  for  the  publication 
of  the  debates,  notwithstanding  the  in- 
cident to  which  I  have  alluded.  I  was 
satisfied  when  I  had  that  information, 
but  the  reports  were,  at  that  time,  several 
days  behind  hand,  and  I  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  contractor  to  the  necessity  of 
more  prompt  publication.  I  said  that, 
for  my  own  part,  sooner  than  have  the 
reports  issued  in  such  a  dilatory  manner 
I  should  prefer  to  have  no  reports  at  all. 
This  was  the  amount  of  conversation 
that  I  addressed  to  him  on  that  occasion. 
He  at  once  became  aggressive,  and,  I 
will  go  further,  and  say,  decidedly  in- 
sulting. He  turned  upon  me  and  said, 
"  I  have  been  in  Washington  and  New 
York,  reporting  there,  and  had  no  trouble 
at  all,''  and,  addressing  a  gentleman  who 
was  in  the  room,  he  remarked,  "  Mr. 
Miller,  last  year,  threatened  that  he  would 
give  me  trouble,  and  this  is  the  way 
he  is  doing  it.''  I  made  no  answer 
to  that,  knowing  its  untruthfulness, 
and,  not  desiring  to  get  into  an 
altercation  with  the  reporter,  I  requested 
him  to  leave  the  room.  As  he  was  leav- 
ing, when  he  got  to  the  door,  he  said,^'' If 
I  cannot  talk  to  you  here,  I  will  find 
some  other  place  to  do  so,"  and  he  went 
away.  Shortly  afterwards — next  day,  I 
think — an  attack  appeared  in  one  of  the 
newspapers  of  the  country  upon  me,  a 
falsified  report  of  that  very  interview. 
I.knew  of  no  means  by  which  the  cor- 
respondent of  that  paper  could  have  got 
it,  except  through  the  reporter,  and  I 
believe  now  that  he  was  the  inspirer  of 
that  attack.  £  may  be  wiong,  but  I 
honestly  and  sincerely  believe  it.  On 
several  other  occasions,  attacks  of  a 
similar  character  have  been  made  upon 
me  in  the  same  paper,  all  in  connection 
with  some  difficulty  growing  out  of  the 
reports  of  the  debates  of  the  House,  and, 
therefore,  I  concluded,  as  I  have  a  right 
to  conclude  and  infer,  that  they  were 
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all  from  the  same  source  as  the 
original  attack.  I  am  in  the 
habit  of  weighing  oircamstantAal 
evidence,  and  I  believed  that  this  case 
was  a  strong  one.  I  felt  that  this  conduct 
was  an  injustice  to  me,  that  I  did  not 
deserve  it,  and  that  we  had,  on  the  floor 
of  the  House,  men  who  were  acting  as 
spies  upon  my  conduct,  and  reporting 
every  trivial  incident  that  occurred  in 
the  House,  in  order  that  newspaper 
attacks  might  be  made  upon  me.  Think- 
ing so,  I  made  use  of  language  in  the 
House  which  I  was  justified  in  using 
under  the  circumstancs,  which  I  have  ex- 
plained. Shortly  afterwards,  on  the  1st 
of  April,  I  took  occasion,  in  my  place  in 
the  House,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  manner  in  which  unim- 
portant discussions,  especially  upon  bills 
'in  committee,  were  spread  over  our  re- 
ports, and  suggested  the  propriety  of 
curtailing  and  condensing  such  reports. 
The  Senate  will  recollect  whether,  in 
doing  so,  I  exhibited  the  slightest  warmth 
or  temper.  I  ask  if  1  did  not  do  it  in 
the  calmest  and  most  dispassionate  man- 
ner, and  with  the  simple  desire 
of  promoting  the  business  of  the  House  ? 
In  making  that  suggestion,  no  one  would 
suffer  more  than  myself,  because  no  mem- 
ber of  the  House  participates  in  dis- 
cussioDS  on  bills  in  committee  more  than 
I  do.  Therefore,  I  was  aiming  at  myself, 
perhaps,  more  than  any  other  member  of 
the  House.  After  I  resumed  ray  seat, 
the  hon.  the  leader  of  the  House  got  up 
and  followed  me  in  the  same  strain. 
While  he  was  speaking,  the  hon.  member 
from  Woodstock  (Mr.  Alexander),  who 
is  Chairman  of  the  Debates  Committee, 
entered  the  Chamber,  and,  when  the  Min- 
ister of  Militia  resumed  his  seat,  took 
the  floor,  and  indulged  in  a  tirade  of 
the  most  unjustifiable  character  upon 
him.  While  he  was  doing  so,  I  stood  up 
in  my  place  and  assured  him  that  the 
Minister  of  Militia  was  not  to  blame  for 
bringing  the  matter  before  the  House, 
and  that  if  anyone  was  to  blame  it  was 
myself.  The  hon.  gentleman,  however, 
proceeded  with  his  speech,  but,  at  the 
conclusion  of  it,  finding  out  his  error,  he 
made  an  apology  to  the  Minister  of 
Militia.  In  the  report  of  the  discussion 
of  that  day,  my  speech,  which  exonor- 
ated  tht^  Minister  of  Militia,  was  sup- 
pressed altogether,  without  any  refer- 
n<m.  Mr.  Miller. 


ence  to  me,  or  knowledge  on  my  part. 
Taking  this  in  connection  with  the  ante- 
cedents which  I  have  referred  to,  I 
believed  that  it  was  dishonestly  sup- 
pressed, and  it  will  be  so  believed  by 
every  impartial  man.  More  than  that, 
the  whole  tenor  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Woodstock  (Mr.  Alex- 
ander) was  altered — altered,  I  do  not 
know  by  whose  authority,  because  no 
one  has  the  right  to  completely  alter  or 
remodel  a  speech  delivered  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  which  is  to  go  in  the 
official  report  of  our  debates,  and  it  could 
not  have  been  done  without  the  improper 
connivance  of  the  reporters.  It  was  their 
duty  not  to  permit  it  without  the  consent 
of  the  Debates  Committee,  and  I  am  not 
aware  that  any  meeting  of  that  Com- 
mittee was  called  to  secure  that  consent ; 
but,  more  than  that,  the  apology  which 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock  made 
to  the  Minister  ot  Militia,  which  was  the 
most  important  feature  of  the  discussion, 
because  it  completely  relieved  the  hon. 
the  leader  ot  the  House  from  all  blame 
for  bringing  the  matter  before  the  House,  ' 
was  suppressed.  I  say  these  are  facts 
wHich  cannot  be  denied,  but  which  may, 
possibly,  be  explained,  and  if  they  can  be 
explained,  nobody  will  be  more  happy  to 
hear  the  explanation  than  myself.  With 
these  facts  before  me,  I  was  justified,  I  am 
sure,  in  the  opinion  of  every  impartial 
and  right  thinking  man,  in  using  stron;^: 
language  in  condemning  the  conduct  of 
the  reporters  of  the  House.  There  was  no 
justification  for  the  suppression  of  my 
remarks,  and  I  say  that  the  reporters 
took  an  unwarrantable  liberty  with  the 
records  of  this  House  when  they  at- 
tempted to  omit  that  portion  of  the  dis- 
cussion and  the  apology  made  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock  froui  the 
report.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Alex- 
ander), on  that  occasion,  said  it  was  very 
wrong  to  bring  such  a  matter  before  the 
House,  and  that  it  should  be  referred  to 
the  Debates  Committee.  Some  hon. 
gentlemen  have  peculiar  ideas  about  the 
functions  of  committees.  Committees 
are  struck  for  the  convenience  of  mem- 
bers and  that  of  the  House,  and  to  pro- 
mote the  public  business,  but  they  do  not 
supersede  the  functions  and  powers  of 
the  House.  If,  therefore,  an  hon.  gen- 
tleman desires  to  make  a  charge  or 
bring  any  matter  before  the  House,  in- 
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stead  of  going  to  any  of  its  committees, 
unless  the  matter  be  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee under  standing  orders,  he  is  at 
aberty  to  bring  it  before  the  House.  It 
was  in  the  exercise  of  my  undoubted 
right  to  suggest  an  improvement  in  the 
system  of  reporting  the  debates  that  I 
brought  up  the  subject  in  the  House  on 
that  occasion.  I  think,  therefore,  any- 
body who  has  heard  the  facts  which  I 
have  related  will  feel  that  I  was  not  un- 
warranted in  the  course  which  T  have 
pursued.  As  I  have  already  said,  many 
hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  are 
satisfied  with  the  present  i-eporters,  but 
they  have  taken  a  personal  dislike  to  me, 
and,  therefore,  I  am  not  likely  to  get 
justice  from  them.  I  need  not  remind 
the  House  what  power  these  individuals 
possess.  A  member  gets  up  and  attacks 
me  in  the  House,  and,  if  the  reporters  arc 
friendly  to  him,  they  can  polish  up  his 
speech  to  make  it  ringing  and  stinging, 
and  far  worse,  and  they  can  slyly  and 
quietly  blur  over  my  sentences,  and  drop 
the  point  of  my  argument  in  such  a  way 
that  it  is  impossible  to  Vring  a  charge  of 
intentional  dishonesty  against  them. 
Therefore,  I  feel  that  I  occupy  an  unfor- 
tunate position  towards  these  reporters 
under  the  circumstances,  and  that  I  am 
justified  in  expressing  my  dissatisfaction 
to  the  House.  This  ends  the  explanation 
I  desired  to  make  to  the  Senate  in  rela- 
tion to  the  charge  I  brought  agaimst  the 
I'eporters  a  few  days  ago. 
[The  remainder  of  Mr.  Miller's  speech,  which 
was  a  reply  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Eanlbach, 
of  April  5th,  inst.,  is  omitted,  Mr.  Eaul- 
bach  having  consented  that  all  that  was 
offensive  to  Mr.  Millorj  in  that  speech, 
should  be  expunged  from  the  oflficial  re- 
port of  the  debates.] 


SAULT    8TE.    MAUIE    RAILWAY    AND 
BRIDGE  COMPANY'S  BILL. 

BILL  WITHDRAWN. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbors, 
reported  that  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
(E)  "To  incorporate  the  Sault  Ste. 
Marie  Railway  and  Bridge  Company," 
desired  to  withdraw  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  moved  that  leave 
be  granted  to  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
to  withdraw  it,  and  that  they  be  refunded 
the  fee  paid  upon  it. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
Hon.  Mr.  Miller. 


ST.     CLAIR    AND    ERIE     NAVIGATION 
COMPANY'S    BILL. 

REPORTED   FROM    COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  from  the  Com- 
inittee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and 
Harbors,  reported  Bill  (31)  "To  incor- 
porate the  St.  Clair  and  Lake  Erie 
Navigation  Company,"  with  several 
amendments,  some  of  which,  he  ex- 
plained, were  important.  One  was  to 
provide  for  compensation  for  the  diverting 
of  water-courses.  The  sixth  clause  was 
amended  to  provide  for  the  appointment 
of  a  third  arbitrator,  there  being  no  pro- 
vision therefor  in  the  Bill  as  it  came 
from  the  Commons.  The  10th  clause, 
which  provided  for  the  punishment  of 
persons  maliciously  obstructing  or  imped- 
ing navigation,  was  considered  entirely 
unnecessary,  as  there  was  already  a  law 
which  applied  to  such  cases,  and  this  part 
of  the  clause  was  struck  out.  In  the  26th 
clause  there  was  an  important  omission — 
that  was,  the  liabpity  of  a  shareholder 
for  the  debts  of  the  Company  in 
case  he. made  himself  persoRably  liable. 
That  error  was  rectified.  The  31st 
clause  was  important,  because  it  enabled 
the  Company  to  issue  promissory  notes. 
As  the  public  who  took  the  notes  could 
not  know  whether  they  were  properly 
issued  or  not,  the  clause  was  amended  to 
provide  that  the  President  and  Treasurer 
should  be  personally  liable,  unless  they 
were  issued  by  authority  of  a  quorum  of 
the  Directors  of  the  Company.  There 
were  other  verbl^  amendments,  which 
could  not  now  be  explained,  as  the  re- 
port  would  be  printed  in  the  Minutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  moved  that  the 
amendments  be  taken  into  consideration 
to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BUILDING  SOCIETIES'  AND  LOAN  COM- 
PANIES'   RELIEF    BILL. 

THIRD     READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (F)  "An  Act  for  the 
relief  of  Permanent  Building  Societies 
and  Loan  Companies." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  third  tima 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— Before  the  BUI 
is  passed,  I  desire  to  make  an  amendment 
to  it.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  8th 
clause,  foreign  corporations  doing   busi- 
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ness  in  this  country,  under  authority  of 
the  Act  37  Vic,  cap.  49,  were  to  make 
returns.  I  find  that  there  are  only  five 
companies,  forei^  corporations,  doing 
business  in  Canada,  that  have  taken 
out  license,  consequently  those  that  have 
not  taken  out  licenses  would  not,  under 
the  Bill  as  it  stands,  have  to  make  returns. 
The  object  of  my  amendment  is  that  all 
foreign  corporations  doing  business  in 
Canada  shall  be  obliged  to  make  returns. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE— In  moving  the 
amendments,  of  which  I  have  given 
notice,  I  desire  to  ofier  a  few  remarks. 
Legislation  to  be  just  should  bear  equally 
on  all  classes.  The  interests  of  the  poor 
man  should  be  held  as  sacred  as  those  of 
the  rich  man,  or  even  more  so.  The 
rich  man  is  the  man  of  power.  He  has 
the  means  to  protect  himself,  but  the 
poor  man  must  look  to  the  laws  of  the 
country  for  his  protection,  hence  the 
laws  should  be  so  enacted  that  they  will 
protect  the  weak  against  the  strong.  In 
former  legislation,  this  matter  has  been 
cai^fully  looked  to  in  granting  bank 
charters.  While  the  interests  of  the 
banks  have  been  cared  for,  the  interests 
of  borrowers  have  not  been  forgotten. 
There  they  have  been  suiTounded  by  all 
necessary  protection,  but  the  whole  ten- 
dency of  the  legislation  for  loan  and 
building  societies  has  been  to  give  power 
to  the  moneyed  interests  as  against  the 
borrower.  It  is  much  more  necessary 
that  we  should  be  careful  with  r^rd  to 
legislation  tor  those  building  and  loan 
societies,  than  with  legislation  affecting 
banking  institutions.  The  class  of  men 
who  borrow  from  the  banks  are  gene- 
rally men  of  education,  trained  in 
finance,  and  capable  of  looking  after 
their  own  interests ;  but  we  know  that 
the  powers  that  have  been  conferred  on 
building  and  loan  societies  have  been 
exercised  in  a  manner  that  has  borne 
heavily  upon  the  class  of  borrowers  who 
come  under  obligations  to  them.  Many 
of  the  borrowers  from  those  institutions 
are  men  who  are  not  able  to  read  or 
write,  and  they  are  often  induced  to  sign 
documents,  by  agents  of  these  companies, 
which,  in  many  cases,  ruin  them.  Some 
legislation  is  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  this  class  of  people.  What  are  the 
powers  conferred  upon  some  of  those 
loan  associations  t  They  can  not  only 
H<nu  Mr.  Aikina. 


charge  any  rate  of  interest  they  please 
against  borrowers,  but  can  fine  them  for 
non-fulfilment  of  any  of  the  conditions 
laid  down  in  their  contracts.  That 
power  is  unlimited.  They  can  pass 
by-laws  to  inflict  almost  any  fine  they 
please  upon  delinquent  borrowers.  They 
can  charge  a  rate  of  interest  against  the 
borrower  that  he  liad  no  idea  of  when  he 
signed  the  contract.  They  extend  the 
payments  over  a  term  of  years,  and  charge 
interest  in  such  a  manner  that  any  failure 
to  meet  a  payment  involves  the  sacrifice 
of  the  boiTOwer's  entire  property.  If  an 
unfortunate  farmer  finds  it  necessary  to 
borrow  from  one  of  these  companies 
$1,000,  the  payments  of  principal  and 
interest  are  extended  over  a  period  of 
ten  years,  and  he  is  obliged  to  pay  $150 
or  $165  a  year  for  that  term,  or  $1,650 
altogether.  The  farmer  meets  his  first 
payment  of  $165  at  the  end  of  the  first 
year.  At  8  per  cent,  the  amount  would 
have  been  $80,  but  the  farmer  pays 
$165,  and  there  is  left  a  balance  due  of 
$915.  But  he  is  under  an  obligation  to 
pay  $165  yearly,  and  if  he  makes  any 
default  in  payment  at  the  end  of  the  next 
year,  through  loss  of  crop  or  some 
other  misfortune,  he  may  be  made  to 
pay — and  in  some  instances  the  pro- 
perty has  been  sold  out  for  it — not  the 
balance  of  $915  due,  but  the  whole 
$1,650. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— You  are  mis- 
taken. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE— I  am  not  mis- 
taken. This  has  been  tested  in  the  law 
courts  of  Ontario,  and  it  has  been  ruled 
by  the  Chief  Justice,  that  an  individual 
having  si^ed  an  obligation  of  that  kind, 
he  must  mlfil  it  I  ^lieve  that  what  I 
say  can  be  substantiated  on  the  floor  of 
this  House.  This  being  the  case, 
I  say  that  the  unfortunate  farmer 
wh«  signs  such  a  document  should 
be  protected  by  th«  Parliament 
of  the  country.  Who  become  the 
borrowers  from  these  companies  t  Look 
through  the  country  and  you  will  see. 
Y«u  will  find  the  effect  that  these  com- 
panies aro  having  upon  the  land.  We 
have  some  35  or  40  loan  and  building 
societies  in  Ontario  and  some  16  in 
Quebec— between  50  and  60  in  all.  They 
have  loaned  out  no  less  than  $30,000,000, 
for    which     they    hold    mortgagee     on 
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farms  in  these  two  provinces.  And 
these  companies  are  multiplying  every 
year  to  such  an  extent  that  their  ramifi- 
cations will  soon  extend,  not  only  through 
the  older  provinces,  but  thi-oughout  the 
-entire  Confederation,  and  it  is  time  that 
Parliament  should  look  into  this  matter. 
These  companies  possess  immense  power 
and  exercise  it  to  the  disadvantage  of 
borrowers.  I  know  I  will  be  told  that 
no  individual  need  borrow  money  from 
those  societies,  and  that  if  anyone  does 
80,  ic  is  his  own  business.  If  hon.  gen- 
tlemen would  pass  through  the  land  and 
converse  with  the  faimera,  they  would 
soon  understand  how  these  companies 
operate.  I  have  been  appealed  to  scores 
ot  times  to  explain  such  contracts  which 
farmers  had  signed,  the  purport  of  which 
they  did  not  understand.  Many  farmera 
are  induced  by  agents  to  mortgage  their 
properties.  Every  small  paper  throughout 
Ontario  contains  advertisements  ©f  these 
societies,  offering  to  loan  money  at  a 
certain  rate  of  interest.  The  companies 
always  appoint  thecleverest  men  that  they 
can  get  in  each  section  of  the  country 
to  carry  on  their  business  of  loaning 
money  upon  improved  farms,  "  at  a  low 
rate  of  interest,  circumstances  favor- 
able." These  societies  have  their  agents 
at  every  four  comers  in  the  townships 
and  villafl^es  throughout  the  country,  to 
induce  fa.mers  to  mortgage  their  proper- 
ties for  various  purposes.  An  agent 
approaches  a  farmer  and  says  :  *^  This  is 
a  beautiful  farm  of  yours;  have  you  cleared 
and  improved  it  all  yourself  ^  You  must 
have  worked  hard  to  bring  it  from  a  wild- 
erness to  its  present  state  of  perfection." 
The  farmer  replies  :  *'  I  have  done  it  all 
myself."  The  agent  says  :  *i  Yon  have 
two  boys  here,  John  and  James,  very 
fine  lads  ;  surely  you  do  not  wish  them 
to  moisten  the  soil  by  the  sweat  of  their 
brows  1  John,  if  he  had  an  opportunity, 
would  no  doubt,  make  a  successful  mer- 
chant ;  why  not  give  him  an  easier  life  1 
Then,  there  is  James  ;  he  is  a  bright  lad ; 
why  not  send  him  abroad,  and  educate 
him  for  a  profession  1"  The  fai-mer  says : 
"  I  have  no  money."  The  agent  remarks : 
"  T  will  lend  you  any  amount  of  money 
for  that  purpose,  on  your  farm.  You 
can  send  your  sons  out,  and  when  they 
become  distinguished  men  they  can  repay 
you  the  money  that  it  costs  you  to  start 
them  in  life.  I  will  only  charge  you 
Eon.  Mr.  Brouse. 


9  or  10  per  cent,  for  the  loan."  The 
mother,  who  thinks  her  sons  are  as  smart 
as  anyone's,  advises  her  husband  to  mort- 
gage the  farm  to  give  the  boys  a  chance. 
In  this  way,  farm  after  farm  is  mort- 
gaged in  Older  to  send  young  men  into 
the  cities  to  swell  the  lists  of  bankrupts 
and  the  over-crowded  ranks  of  the  pro- 
fessions. The  great  trouble  in  the  coun- 
try to-day  is  that  farmers'  sons  prefer 
city  life  to  following  in  the  footsteps  of 
their  fathers.  Hon,  gentlemen  will  say 
that  these  cbmpanies  transact  their  busi- 
ness fairly  and  squarely.  If  they  do, 
they  cannot  object  to  the  resolutions  that 
I  have  introduced,  but  there  is  an  opinion 
prevailing  that  they  do  not  conduct  their 
business  fairly.  A  loan  company  says 
to  a  borrower :  "  We  will  lend  you  money 
at  8,  9  or  10  per  cent,"  and  they  make 
him  believe  that ;  but  what  is  the  fact  ? 
If  the  borrower  fails  to  make  a  payment, 
his  property  is  taken  from  him,  and  he 
is  held  responsible  for  the  whole  amount. 
These  companies  pay  to  their  stock- 
holders, not  10,  12  or  15  per  cent., 
but  much  larger  dividends,  besides 
adding  a  large  rest  to  their  capital. 
There  is  one  company,  which  is  under 
the  management  of  an  hon.  gentleman 
opposite,  that  has  boasted  gf  having 
made  a  clear  profit  of  25  to  28  per  cent, 
in  a  year,  although  they  profess  to  charge 
a  poor  farmer  only  8  per  cent,  on  the 
straight  loan  plan. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS-I  should  like  to 
know  if  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to  me  ? 

Hon.  Dr.  BROXJSE— No. 

Hon.   Mr.    SMITH— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  refer  to  me  1 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE— No;  to  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Samia  (Mr.  Yidal). 
It  is  necessary  that  the  public  should 
understand  this  matter ;  the  more  thor 
oughly  it  is  ventilated  the  better.  These 
institutions  are  becoming  so  numerous 
throughout  the  land,  and  have  such  qx- 
traonHnary  powers,  that  it  is  time 
some  check  should  be  placed  .upon 
them  before  they  go  any  further. 
All  of  them  do  not  work  injuri- 
ously to  the  borrower,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  such  companies  will  object  to 
these  amendments  that  I  have  proposed. 
In  fact,  I  think  they  would  prefer  to  see 
them  engi'afted  on  the  Bill  that  is  now 
19 
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before  the  House.  Any  company  that 
is  willing  to  conduct  its  operations 
squarely  and  above  board  on  the  straight 
loan  system  is  sure  to  succeed.  I  beg 
to  move  the  following  amendments  : — 
That  after  clause  A  of  the  amend- 
ments the  following  clauses,  B,  C  and  D, 

be  added  : — 

• 

'*  Clausi  B. — Every  loan  made  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act  by  any  permanent  build- 
ing society  or  loan  company,  incorporated 
under  the  said  chapter  fifty-three  of  the  Con- 
solidated Statutes  of  Upper  Canada,  or  any 
act  thereby  consolidated,  or  by  or  under  any 
act  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  or  by  any 
institution  or  corporation  incorporated  with- 
out the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  authorized 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  passed  in  the 
thirty-seventh  year  of  Her  Majesty's  reign, 
chapter  forty-nine,  to  lend  and  invest  money 
in  Canada,  shall  be  subject,  and  shall  be  held 
to  have  been  made  subject,  to  the  following 
conditions,  anything  in  any  deed  or  writing 
in  relation  to  such  loan  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding, that  is  to  say  : — 

"  ^tr«<.— That  no  default  on  the  part  of  the 
borrower  shall  subject  him  to  any  fine,  or  to 
the  payment  of  interest  at  any  higher  rate 
than  the  rate  of  interest  on  the  loan. 

<<  Second, — That  when  the  amount  lent  shall 
be  wholly  paid  back,  voluntarily  or  under 
compulsion,  the  interest  on  that  amount,  or 
any  balance  thereof,  shall  be  calculated  and 
charged  and  paid  at  no  higher  rate  than  the 
rate  agreed  upon  when  the  loan  was  made. 

«  Third. — That  the  loan  shall  be  redeemable 
at  any  time  by  the  repa3rment  of  the  amount 
lent,  or  of  any  balance  thereof  remaining  due, 
in  one  sum,  and  by  the  payment  of  all  interest 
due  thereon,  and  of  interest  thereon  for  six 
months  from  and  beyond  the  day  of  payment" 

'*  Clausb  C. — Every  such  society  or  company, 
institution  or  corporation,  shall  cause  a  true 
copy  of  every  indenture  of  mortgage  to  which 
it  shall  become  a  party  as  mortgagee,  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  to  be  delivered  to  the 
mortgagor  at  the  time  of  the  execution  of  such 
indenture  of  mortgage,  or  at  the  time  when 
the  loan  is  completed." 

<<  Clausi  D No  such  indenture  of  Mortgage 

shall  be  valid  or  shall  be  binding  on  the 
mortgagor  for  the  collection  or  payment  of 
interest,  unless  the  rate  of  the  interest  pay- 
able by  the  mortgagor  on  the  principal  sum, 
or  sum  lent  by  the  mortgage,  and  thereby 
secured,  in  whatever  way  the  same  be  made 
payable,  has  been  written,  or  printed,  or 
stamped,  across  the  first  page,  or  only  page,  as 
the  case  may  be,  of  each  original  part  of  such 
indenture  of  mortgage,  in  ink  of  a  different 
tolor  from  that  in  which  such  original  part 
of  such  indenture  of  mortgage  is  written, 
stamped  or  printed,  and  in  words  as  follow^ 
that  is  to  say :  <  Kate  of  interest,  six  (or,  as 
the  case  may)  per  cent,  per  annum '  before  the 
execution  of  such  indentiure  of  mortgage  ;  and 
such  words  shall  be  taken  and  held  to  form 

Hon.  Mr.  Brovse. 


part  of  the  indenture  of  mortgage  on  which 
they  are  written,  or  printed  or  stamped.'* 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— This  is  a  Bill  for 
the  relief  of  building  and  loan  societies. 
To  my  mind  the  time  has  arrived  when 
Parliament  should  be  called  upon  to  dis- 
cuss  a  measure  for  the  relief  of  borrowers 
as  well  as  lenders.  If  a  little  regard  had 
been  paid  in  the  past  by  Parliament  to 
borrowers  from  loan  societies,  I  think  we 
should  not  have  found  so  much  of  the 
distress  that  exists  in  the  country  at  the 
present  time.  I  have  always  been  op- 
posed to  free  trade  in  money.  I  have 
always  contended  that  money  is  not  like 
any  other  commodity,  but  that  the  rate 
of  interest  should  be  restricted.  The 
proposed  amendments  do  not  interfere 
with  existing  contracts,  but  only  provide 
a  necessary  safeguard  for  the  future 
against  those  harpies  who,  in  some  cases, 
exact  as  high  a  rate  of  interest  as  24 
per  cent.  fix>m  unfortunate  borrowers. 
I  hold  in  my  hand  a  statement  from  the 
Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society, 
from  the  hand  of  Mr.  H.  D.  Cameron, 
Treasurer  of  the  Society,  which  I  shall 
submit  to  the  House  by  way  of  illustra- 
tion, in  the  hope  that  it  will  arouse  the 
country  to  the  enormity  of  the  evil  that 
exists  and  the  extortion  that  is  being 
practiced  by  those  companies.  This 
statement  was  sent  to  Mr.  John  White, 
M.P.,  and  is  an  account  addressed  to  a 
Mr.  A.  R.  Wigmore.  He  had  just  mar- 
ried and  purchased  a  farm,  on  which  he 
had  paid  about  one  thousand  dollars  of 
his  own  means,  and  had  borrowed  on  it 
one  thousand  dollars,  to  pay  the  balance 
of  the  purchase  money,  from  the  Hamilton 
Provident  and  Loan  Society.  The  num- 
ber of  the  loan  is  2,069.  The  first 
instalment  in  payment  of  the  loan  was 
$131.37,  which  fell  due  on  the  first  of 
of  January,  1879.  Through  the  failure 
of  his  crop  and  other  causes,  he  was  un- 
able to  send  the  money  promptly  when 
it  was  due.  All  appeals  for  time  to  allow 
him  to  make  up  the  amount  were 
unheeded,  and,  on  the  19th  of  March,  the 
Company  proceeded  to  sell  the  property. 
On  the  19th  of  April  following,  the  farm 
passed  into  other  hands  for  $1,400.  No 
writ  of  ejectment  was  taken  out  against 
the  mortgagor,  who  was  led  to  infer  that 
he  would  be  permitted  to  reap  the  crop  of 
fall  grain  he  had  in  the  ground.  It  had 
just  been  harvested  and  put  in  the  bam^ 
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'when  the  Company  placed  a  writ  in  the 
hands  of  the  bailiff,  who  sold  the  crop 
also,  leaving  the  unfortunate  man 
stripped  of  everything.  Now,  I  wish  to 
shew  that  it  cost  this  man  for  the  use  of 
that  thousand  dollars^  $233.97,  or  nearly 
24  per  cent  for  one  year.  The  costs  in 
selling  the  farm  were  $210.09,  so  that 
for  the  short  space  of  one  year,  three 
months  and  nineteen  days,  this  man  pSid, 
for  the  use  of  a  thousand  dollars,  over 
$455.31,  besides  bailiff's  fees  and  other 
expenses.  I  think  I  cannot  do  better 
than  to  submit  the  whole  statement  in 
order  to  convince  my  hon.  friend  from 
Hamilton  (Mr.  Hope)  that  those  com- 
panies do  exact  as  high  a  rate  of  interest 
ns  24  per  cent,  from  borrowers. 

"  Tmi  Hamilton  Providbmt  and  Loan  Society, 
Hamiltov,  Ont.,  Nor.  4th,  1879. 

«  Wm.  K.  Roxburgh,  Esq.,  Norwood. 

Re  A.  R.  WiGMORB,  Ko.  2,069. 
«  Dear  Sir, 

*^  The  following  is  a  statement  of  the 
(••iety's  claim  as  at  October,  1879  : 

rtBTATlMRNT. 

"14  instalmentB  yet  to  pay  of  $1 31.37 

each,  the  first  due  Jany.  Ist,1880.$l839  18 
"  Less  discount  for  pre-payments . . .     736  58 


$1102  60 
'<  Add  Ist  instalment,  due  Jany.  1st, 

1879 131  37 

"  Interest  on  arrears  to  Oct.  1st,  1879       11  25 
**  Costs,  Selling,  Commission,  Solici- 
tors, &c 210  09 


Property  sold,  for. 


$1455  31 
.   1400  00 


**  Amount  due  the  Society $    65  31 

*«  Yours  truly, 
(Signed)        *<  H.  D.  Cambron, 

«  Treasurer, 
"  Per  EJ" 

It  is  time  that  the  farmers  of  this  coun- 
try were  waked  up ;  a  farmer  requires 
only  one  transaction  of  this  kind  with  a 
loan  company  to  keep  him  in  bondage 
for  the  rest  of  his  lifetime.  The  letter 
enclosing  the  above  statement  was  sent 
to  a  member  of  the  other  House,  Mr. 
John  White,  M.P.,  requesting  him  to 
use  his  influence  to  obtain  some  measure 
of  protection  for  unsuspecting  farmers 
against  these  loaning  institutions.  I 
think  thia  House  is  a  place  where,  pro- 
bably, the  borrower  ^1  get  less  relief 
than  the  lender,  as  we  are  not  influenced 
by  the  same  feelings  as  other 
representatires,  to  whom  the  people 
Hon,  Mr,  Bead. 


hare  the  right  to  say,  when  appealed  to  : 
"  What  course  will  you  take  in  Parlia- 
ment on  this  vital  question  f'  It  is  a 
question  aflecting  deeply  the  best  inter- 
ests of  this  country — probably  more  so 
than  any  other  subject  before  the  House. 
I  know  it  is  said  :  "  let  borrowers  and. 
lenders  make  their  own  bargains,"  but 
T  have  never  believed  in  it,  and  I  do  not 
believe  in  it  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Is  not  the 
hon.  gentleman  a  shareholder  or  director 
in  one  of  those  companies  9 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— I  hare  stoek  in 
one,  but  I  am  not  a  director. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— Does  it  pay 
welH 

Hon.  Mr.  HEAD — I  am  not  mndei' 
examination  on  that  point* 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Do  you  take  ihe 
interest  when  it  is  ofiered  to  you  f 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — I  hare  receirod 
some  interest,  and  I  have  also  received 
some  light  on  the  operations  of  loan 
societies.  I  know  how  the  people  are 
imposed  upon;  I  know  that,  when 
borrowers  suppose  they  are  only  paying 
seven  per  cent,  they  are  paying  fourteen 
or  fifteen  per  cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Has  not 
my  hon.  friend  been  a  director  1 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— I  have  been  a  di- 
rector, and  I  know  what  I  am  talking 
about ;  and  I  say  that  Parliament  has  a 
right  to  step  in  and  assist  the  weak 
against  the  strong.  I  do  [not  wonder 
that  many  of  our  people  are  going  to  the 
United  States,  though  I  do  not  know 
that  legislation  will  prevent  it ;  but  I  do 
say  that  cases  like  the  one  I  have  cited 
deserve  to  be  exposed,  and  they  shall  be 
exposed  by  me  wherever  I  get  an  oppor- 
tunity to  do  so.  This  is  the  only  case  in 
which  I  have  the  statement  of  a  oom^ 
pany. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  no  such  statement  from  the 
Company  ;  it  is  something  that  has  been 
sent  down,  or  invented  by  some  other 
party. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  be  so  kind  as  to  be  called  to 
order  1  How  does  he  know  that  I  have 
not  %    What  right  has  he  to  say  so  1  The 
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hon.  gentleman  speaks  feelingly ;  no 
doubt  it  touches  him,  and  when  people 
are  touched,  they  become  uneasy  and 
cannot  keep  their  seats.  I  was  not 
aware  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Hamilton  was  the  Hamilton  Provident 
&  Loan  Society,  or  that  he  had  been 
chiselling  this  unfortunate  man  out  of 
twenty-four  per  cent,  a  year 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL— 
Order  ]     Order  1 

on.  Mr.  READ— If  he  is,  I  wish 
him  luck  of  his  ill-gotten  gains,  that  is 
all.  I  speak  strongly  on  this  subject,  but 
I  .think  it  is  my  duty  to  do  so.  Com- 
panies have  no  right  to  set  traps  and 
snares  for  poor  people,  leading  them  to 
believe  one  thing,  when,  in  fact,  it  is 
something  else  entirely  different.  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  this  Bill  ought  to 
be  amended,  and  that,  before  we  get 
through  this  session  of  Parliament,  we 
will  ^ave  Another  measure  before  the 
House  containing  even  more  stringent 
provisioiis  than  those  now  proposed  by 
tlie  hou.  gentleman  from  Prescptt,  The 
|>eople  4Lre  going  to  take  it  up,  and  the 
people*s  representatives  will  be  heard  in 
Si  manner  that  this  House  cannot  dis- 
regard. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— I  hope  that  the 
House  will  not  consider  it  necessary 
that  I  should  follow  the  remarks  of  the 
kon.  Senator  from  Prescott  (Dr.  Brouse) 
or  the  hon.  Senator  from  Quints  (Mr. 
Head)  because  these  amendments  are  not 
pertinent  to  this  Bill,  and,  as  the  hon.gen- 
tleauin  has  just  said,  there  is  a  measure 
now  l»e£bre  the  other  Chamber  to  which 
these  amendments  may  apply.  The  Bill 
under  consideration  merely  deals  with 
the  returns  to  be  made  by  building 
societies.  The  qiiestion  before  the  House 
18  whether  the  returns  that  these  societies 
and  corporations  are  to  make  under  this 
Bill  are  sufficiently  large  to  inform  the 
Oovemment  and  those  interested  in  them 
as  to  their  position  and  the  value  of  their 
securities.  The  building  societies  pro- 
fess to  have  been  misled  in  the  man- 
ner that  I  have  already  explained,  by 
the  blank  forms  sent  out  to  them  by 
the  Government.  They  filled  these 
blanks  and  returned  them.  If  they  had 
been  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
ef  the  law,  this  Bill  would  not  now  be 
found  in  the  hands  of  a  member  of  the 
Hon,  Mr,  Bead, 


Government  I  do  not  think  the  amend- 
ments which  have  been  submitted  to  the 
House  to-day  are  at  all  applicable  to  this 
Bill.  Some  of  them  might  very  well  be 
embodied  in  the  Bill  which  is  under  con- 
sideration in  the  Commons.  Even  if 
these  amendments  were  adopted,  there 
are  several  of  the  largest  companies  in 
Canada  that  would  not  be  compelled  to 
oofcply  with  its  provisions. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— For  what  reason! 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS — Because  they  are 
foreign  corporations,  not  doing  business 
under  the  Act  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
refers. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— Then  it  could  not 
have  any  effect,  and  it  would  not  make 
any  difference. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— Why  should  you 
attempt  to  reach  some  of  the  companies 
without  including  the  whole  of  themi 
By  the  amendments  just  adopted,  all 
foreign  corpomtions  doing  business  in 
this  country,  whether  they  are  acting 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  referred 
to  or  not,  will  be  included.  The  amend- 
ments of  my  hon.  friend  (Dr.  Brouse) 
are  not  at  all  pertinent  to  this  Bill,  and, 
further,  they  are  not  the  amendments  of 
which  he  gave  notice.  They  have  been 
changed  and  elaborated  ;  and  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  treated  the 
House  quite  fairly  in  the  matter  in  pro- 
posing such  amendments  at  this  stage  of 
the  Bill.  I  hope  that  they  will  be  re- 
jected. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  —  After 
hearing  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man behini  me  (Dr.  Brouse),  and  of  the 
hon.  member  from  Quints  (Mr.  Read), 
iry  sympathies  must  go  with  these  hon. 
gentlemen  in'  their  endeavors  to  do  away 
with  the  abuses  of  the  instalment  system 
of  paying  off  mortgages  that  have  grown 
up  under  those  loan  societies  acts,  and  I 
do  think  that  there  are  hon.  members  of 
this  House  who  are  sufficiently  untram- 
melled and  independent  in  their  opinions 
and  actions  to  give  the  public  the 
protection  which  seems  so  necessary 
against  the  crushing  and  exorbitant  rates 
of  interest  exacted  from  borrowers.  I 
think  the  Bill  now  before  us  could  be  so 
changed  and  made  retroactive  as  well  as 
prospective  in  the  protection  of  tho  bor- 
rowing public,  so  as  to  control  and  regu- 
late the  operations  of  loan  societies. 
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Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— Itwould  change 
the  character  and  intent  of  the  Bill 
altogether. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAFLBACH— Even  so  ; 
I  think  this  gross  abase  of  power  bj 
those  oompanies  in  the  imposition  of  fines 
and  extorting  large  rates  of  interest 
would  justify  it.  The  hon.  gentlemaii 
fi-om  Quints  has  related  an  extraordinary 
case,  an  official  statement  from  the 
treasurer  of  one  these  societies  :  A  young 
man  buys  a  farm  for  $3,000,  he  pays 
$1,000  in  cash,  and  borrows,  by  mortgage 
from  a  loan  company,  $1,000,  payable 
in  fifteen  instalments  of  $131.37.  But, 
failing  to  meet  his  first  instalment  by 
three  months  and  a  few  days,  his  pro- 
perty is  taken  from  him  and  is  sold,  under 
a  power  of  sale  contained  in  the  mortgage, 
by  the  company  for  $1,400,  and,  not  only 
that,  but  his  personalty  is  sold  to  make 
fip  the  deficiency  claimed  under  the  con- 
ditions of  the  mortgage.  I  must  admit 
that  the  manner  in  which  these  calcula- 
tions are  made  is  intricate  and  deceptive, 
and,  as  it  must  be  difficult  for  the 
borrower  to  understand,  he  surely  should 
have  some  protection  in  the  manner 
uggested  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Prescott,  and  power  to  redeem  loans  after 
six  months'  notice.  I  have  always  been 
opposed  to  the  usury  laws  as  they 
existed  in  Nova  Scotia,  as  I  believed 
that  their  tendency  was  to  send  money 
out  of  the  province  that  might  profi- 
tably have  been  expended  in  it,  to  where 
higher  rates  of  interest  were  obtainable, 
and  they  were,  therefore,  contrary  to  our 
interests.  Although  I  am  rather 
opposed  to  restricting  the  rate  of  interest 
for  money,  which  must  be  regulated  by 
supply  and  demand,  I  agree  with  my 
hon.  friend  that  the  arbitrary  power  to 
impose  fines  and  penalties  should  not  be 
given  to  these  companies,  as  the  tendency 
is  to  abupe  such  powers  to  the  great 
injury  of  the  borrower.  We  have  none 
of  those  extortionate  loan  societies  in 
Nova  Scotia,  and  it  is  well  we  have  not, 
and  I  am  amazed  at  what  I  have  heard 
as  to  their  mode  of  conducting  their 
operations  in  the  Upper  Provinces.  If 
they  can  exact  such  exorbitant  rates  of 
interest  in  the  manner  described,  we  will 
soon  have  them  multiplying  and  spreading 
over  the  whole  country,  and  if  they  are  al- 
lowed thus  to  encumber  the  farms  of  old 
and  new  settlers,  the  tendency  will  be  to 
Hon,  Mr,  KatUbacIi, 


discourage  settlement  and  injure  the 
country.  If  the  abuses  by  those  societies 
are  such  as  have  been  depicte«l,  I  hope 
there  will  be  found  in  this  House  a 
sufficient  number  of  men  of  independent 
opinions,  apart  from  those  who  are  said 
to  be  large  usurers,  to  vote  for  these 
amendments,  or  for  a  measure  that  will 
protect  the  people  from  such  extortion. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,,  and  the 
House  adjourned  at  6  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Wednesday,  April  Ut/i,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THB   NAVIGATION   OF   THE  ST.   LAW- 
BENCE. 

A    PETJTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— In  the  absence 
of  my  hon.  colleague  for-  Montreal  (Mr. 
Ryan)  which  I  much  regret,  I  beg  to 
present  a  petition  asking  that  the  carry- 
ing trade  of  Canada,  both  inland  and 
sea-going,  should  be  exempted  from  the 
onerous  fees  and  dues  now  pressing  upon 
it.  This  is  a  matter  of  considerable  im- 
portance,  not  only  to  Montreal,  but  to  the 
whole  country,  and  a  delegation  has 
been  here  to  confer  with  the  Govern  - 
ment  upon  the  subject.  The  points  on 
which  the  petitioners  desire  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  action  and  this  House  to 
support  the  Government,  are,  first  of  all, 
a  reduction  of  canal  tolls ;  if  possible,  to 
make  the  canals  free,  as  I  believe  they 
are  in  the  State  of  New  York  at  this 
moment.  In  the  next  place,  they  ask 
for  the  c6mpletion  of  the  enlargement  of 
the  canals,  which  is  in  the  course  of  being 
done,  but  the  petitioners  desire  that  it 
should  be  done  as  quickly  as  possible. 
Then,  they  ask  that  measures  be  taken 
to  enlarge  the  harbor  of  Montreal  to 
meet  the  increasing  trade.  They  ask,. 
further,  that  means  be  taken  to  preventr 
the  rates  of  towage  fiom  becoming  exces- 
sive, and  particularly,  if  I  understand  the 
matter  correctly,  to  prevent  their  being 
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disbonestlj  charged  to  strangers  to  the 
port.  That  is  a  matter  of  some  impor- 
tance, even  in  the  eyes  of  those  who 
think  that  the  subject  of  towage  should 
be  left  to  the  law  of  supply  and  demand. 
Perhaps,  at  all  events,  a  maximum  rate 
might  be  established  for  the  purpose  of 
being  shewn  to  strangers  coming  to  the 
port,  who,  it  is  said,  are  sometimes  vic- 
timized. Last  of  all  is  the  question  of 
pilotage.  It  is  a  matter  of  great  concern 
to  trade,  as  everyone  is  aware,  and  the 
proposed  increase  in  charges  threatens 
serious  consequences  unless  something 
is  done.  Jn  the  absence  of  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Ryan)  I  have  thought  it  desira- 
ble, in  presenting  this  petition,  to  make 
these  explanations,  and  I  may  add 
that  the  petition  is,  I  fear,  not  quite  in 
order,  because  of  it  making  reference  to  an- 
other document  which  is  attached  to  it. 
I  will,  however,  hand  the  whole  to  the 
Clerk  and  ask  him  to  take  away  whatever 
is  out  of  order. 


THE  SESSIONAL  INDEiiNITY  TO 
MEMBERS. 

MOTION. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called  for  the  motion,  "  That  a  committee 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  and  report 
to  this  Chamber  respecting  the  sessional 
indemnity  paid  to  members  since  the 
year  1-676,  the  said  committee  to  consist 
of  the  hon.  Messieurs 

Hon. Mr.  ALEXANDER  said  :  I  would 
ask  permission  from  the  House  to  with- 
draw this  motion. 

The  request  was  complied  with,  and 
the  motion  was  withdrawn  accordingly. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Alchough  the  hon.  gentleman  has  with- 
drawn his  motion,  I  deem  it  right  to 
proceed  with  the  amendment  of  which 
I  have  given  notice.  I  do  so  because  1 
think  it  is  desirable  that  the  facts  which 
are  hinted  at  in  the  motion  which  has 
been  withdrawn,  should  be  brought  out 
and  be  at  the  disposal  of  all  the  members 
of  the  House.  I  think  the  House  will 
allow  met,  considering  the  patient  manner 
in  which  I  have  waited  upon  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  day  to 
day,  to  proceed  with  my  amendment  as 
a  main  motion.  The  hon.  gentleman's 
notice  pointed  to  the  accounts  of  the 
Hon,  Mr,  Penny. 


House  for  certain  years,  the  suggestion 
being  that  there  is  something  irn^^ular 
in  those  accounts  for  sessional  indem- 
nity paid  to  members  during  those 
years.  Now,  the  accounts  of  the  House 
referred  to  in  that  notice,  have  been  duly 
audited  by  the  proper  auchority — the 
Committee  on  Contingencies — and,  so  far 
as  anybody  knows,  and  so  far  as  I  know, 
they  are  absolutely  correct,  and  nothing 
has  been  done  by  any  member  of  the 
Senate  that  is  not  strictly  in  accordance 
with  the  law  which  governs  us  all.  The 
dispute  and  the  ditference  of  opinion 
which  have  arisen,  are  with  reference  to 
the  question  of  counting  non-sitting  days 
as  days  of  attendance  to  make  up  the 
thirty-one  days  which  constitute  a  ses- 
sion. No^ ,  that  is  a  point  which  arose 
many  years  ago  under  a  similar  provision 
to  be  found  in  an  act  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  former  Province  of  Canada.  I  , 
will  not  go  back  to  the  Statutes  of  that 
Province  beyond  the  year  1860,  when  an 
act  was  passed  which  amended  former 
ones  and  constituted  the  law  at  the 
period  to  which  I  am  about  to  refer. 
Within  a  session  or  two  after  the  passage 
of  this  last  Act,  a  question  arose  bringing 
up  the  very  point  now  in  dispute.  It  so 
happened  that  three  of  the  cases  affect- 
ing three  members  of  the  then  Upper 
House  of  the  Province  were  brought  be- 
fore me.  I  had  at  the  time  the  honor  of 
being  Speaker  of  the  Legislative  Council 
of  Canada.  The  language  of  the  Act  of 
that  Province  of  the  year  1860  is  as 
follows.  Under  the  marginal  note,  *  What 
shall  be  reckoned  as  days  of  attendance  X 
it  is  enacted  : 

"  But  each  day  during  the  session,  after 
the  first  on  which  the  member  attends  as 
aforesaid,  on  which  there  has  been  no 
sitting  of  such  House,  in  consequence 
of  its  having  adjourned  over  such  day,  or  on 
which  the  member  was  in  the  place  where  the 
session  was  held,  but  was  prevented  by  sick- 
ness from  attending  any  such  sitting  as  afore- 
said, shall  be  reckoned  as  a  day  of  attendimce 
at  such  session,  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act/' 

Omit  the  sentence  after  the  disjunctive 
conjunction  or,  and  the  reading  is, 

«  Each  day  during  the  session,  after  the 
first  on  which  the  member  attends  as  afore- 
said, on  which  there  has  been  no  sitting  of 
such  House,  in  consequence  of  its  having  ad- 
journed over  such  day,  shall  be  reckoned  as  a 
day  of  attendance  at  such  session,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  Act. " 

A.nd  the  third  clause  says  that  the 
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<<  Member  shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  said 
sessional  allowance  for  less  than  thirty-one 
days*  attendance,  reckoned  as  aforeeaidJ^ 

And  I  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that 
this  language  was  used  by  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  fctt-mer  Province  of  Canada 
in  the  year  1860,  in  amendment  to  a 
previous  act  which  required  the  pres- 
ence of  the  member  at  the  seat  of  Gov- 
ernment, in  order  to  entitle  him  to  an 
allowance  for  a  non-sitting;  day. 
The  matter  first  came  up  in  the  case  of 
a  member  of  the  Council,  now  no  more, 
a  personal  friend  of  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Samia — Mr.  Malcolm  Cameron.  It 
was  referred  to  me  in  June,  1863,  by  the 
Clerk  of  the  House,  now,  also,  no  more — 
— Mi\  Taylor.  I  wrote  to  the  Clerk,  in 
ihsit  case,  as  follows : — 

"  Kingston,  12th  June,  18«3. 
'  My  Dear  Sir, 

*(  The  state  of  the  fi&cts  in  Mr.  Cameron's 
case  not  being  as  you  first  thought  and  men- 
tioned to  me,  but  as  they  are  represented  in 
your  note  of  20th  May,  I  have  had  to  recon- 
sider your  reference  to  me. 

•*  Under  the  first  section  of  the  Act  of  1860, 
chap.  16,  I  think  that  the  Easter  holidays 
would  count  for  Mr.  Cameron  as  days  of 
attendance,  and  that  he,  therefore,  was  present, 
under  the  2nd  section,  for  more  than  thirty- 
one  days,  reckoned  under  the  provisions  qf  the 
statute,  and  is  entitled  to  the  sessional  allow, 
ance,  but  subject  to  the  deduction  for  all  (sit- 
ting) days  of  non-attendance." 

The  same  question  was  subsequently 
brought  before  me  with  reference  to  Mr. 
Hollis  Smith,  whose  death  occurred  dur- 
ing the  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— He  died  at  the 
seat  of  Government  1 

Hon.  Sir  JlLEX.  CAMPBELL— No  ; 
at  his  residence  in  the  Eastern  Town- 
ships. In  that  case  I  decided  that  the 
days  of  the  recess,  up  to  the  time  of  his 
death,  should  be  added  to  the  days  of  his 
.actual  attendance,  and  his  executors  re- 
ceived the  money  accordingly.  Then 
there  was  the  case  of  the  Hon.  Sidney 
Smith,  who  had  written  a  letter  concern- 
ing his  indemnity  in  1863.  In  his  case, 
as  in  the  other  two  cases,  I  expressed 
the  opinion  that  the  non  -  sitting 
days  should  count,  and  the  indemnity 
should  be  paid  according  to  the  law. 
That  closed  the  era  before  Confederation. 
Then  came  the  Act  which  governs  us 
still,  and  which  is  precisely  the  same,  as 
.  regards  the  point  in  question,  as  the  one 
Hon.  Sir  Alex.  Campbell. 


from  which  1  have  quoted.  Our  first 
Speaker  was  Mr.  Cauchon,  and  similar 
cases  were  brought  before  him.  This 
question  was  put  to  him  by  the  Clerk  of 
the  Senate  : 

'*  senator's  indemnity  question. 
<<  A  member  attends  for  a  number  of  days 
under  thirty-one,  and  then  absents  himself  for 
the  remainder  of  the  session,  has  he  a  right  to 
six  hundred  dollars,  provided  there  be  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  non-sitting  days  after  the  first 
left  to  make  the  thirty-one  days  ?" 

And  the  Speaker  answers,  "  Yes,  accord- 
ing to  the  strict  literal  interpretation." 
Then  the  Speaker  is  asked  : 

<*  A  member,  towards  the  close  of  the  session, 
cannot  complete  his  thirty-one  days  of  at- 
tendance, has  he  a  right  to  reckon  in  his  favor 
non-sitting  days  previous  to  his  arrival  to 
make  up  his  thirty-one  days  ?* 

The  Speaker  answers,  "No."  Our 
next  Speaker,  Mr.  Chauveau,  had 
the  point  before  him,  and  gave  a  like 
decision.  Our  late  Speaker,  Mr.  Christie, 
was  of  the  same  opinion,  and  so  ruled, 
I  am  told.  I  will  now  read  copies  of 
letters  which  have  been  written  by  the 
Clerk  in  past  years  to  the  Speaker  for  the 
time  being,  on  this  point,  which  bring 
out  the  opinions  of  our  former  colleague, 
Mr.  Sanborn,  than  whom  no  more  dis- 
tinguished lawyer  or  upright  man  ever 
sat  in  this  Chambei  ;  of  our  present  col- 
league, Mr.  Macfarlane,  also  a  learned 
member  of  the  profession ;  and  of  the 
Deputy  Minister  of  Justice,  to  whose 
Department  special  application  seems  to 
have  b«en  made  by  the  Clerk: — 

<<LlTTKR   TO   THE   SpKAKSR. 

*'  My  dear  Sir, 

'*  Besides  your  opinion,  and  that  of  Mr. 
Chauveau  enclosed  to  Mr.  Wicksteed,  I  never 
asked  a  written  opinion  of  any  legal  gentle- 
man. Mr.  Cauchon  was  of  that  opinion.  I 
am  sorry  he  left  this  morning,  or  I  would 
have  asked  him.  I  am  sure  he  has  not  forgot- 
ten my  speaking  to  him  on  the  subject  of 
absent  days.  Mr.  Christie,  whom  I  have  just 
called  upon,  says  he  coincides  with  you,  as  he 
had  already  told  me.  I  consulted  many  law- 
yers on  the  subject,  whose  names  I  do  not 
recollect,  except  the  late  Judge  Sanborn  and 
Mr.  Mac&rlane." 

These    gentlemen     concurred.       I   now 
read  the  letter  to  the  Deputy  Minister 
of  Justice. 
"  My  dear  Mr.  Lash, 

<<  I  am  of  opinion  that,  after  the  first  day  on 
which  a  member  attends  a  sittimc  of  the 
House,  he  has  a  right  to  count  the  non-sitting 
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days  to  entitle  him  to  the  thirty-one  days  re- 
quired  to  make  up  the  allowance,  in  virtue  of 
the  32nd  section  ot  the  Indemnity  Act.  It 
has  so  been  decided  by  the  sub-committee. 
Will  you  kindly  give  me  your  opinion?  If 
you  wish  to  see  me  on  the  subject  I  shall  go 
to  you  at  any  time  you  oiay  name,  but  I  should 
feel  obliged  if  you  would  kindly  write  your 
answer  at  the  foot  of  this  note. 
«  Yours  fJEiithfully, 

(Sd.)    "  Robert  Lemoinb." 

And  Mr.  Lash  writes  at  the  foot  of  the 


note  : 

*•  My  dear  Mr.  Lemoinc, 
"  I  agree  with  you  in  the  above  opinion. 
•<  Yours  faithfully, 

(Sd.)        ^  Z.  A.  Li^sa. 

Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  I  have  referred  to 
the  opinions  of  successive  Speakers  of  this 
House,  putting  aside   my  own,   and  to 
those  of  Mr.  Sanborn  and  Mr.  Macfarlane, 
and  I  have  also  referred  to  the  opinion  of 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  given  by- 
Mr.  Lash,  on   behalf  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice.     I  will  add  to  that,  the  uniform 
"  practice  of  both   Houses  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  the  Old  Province  of  Canada  and 
of  Parliament  since  Confederation.     I  do 
not  know  of  any   exception  or  of  any 
instance  in  which  a  member  declined  to 
have  non-sitting  days  count  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  up  the  31  days  necessary 
to  draw  his  indemnity.      I   understand 
that  the  practice  of  the  other  House  has 
been  uniform  in   that  respect,   that  no 
usage  has  crept  into  the  proceedings  of 
the  Senate  that  does  not  prevail  in  the 
other  branch  of  Parliament,  and  that  this 
has  always  been  the  interpretation  and 
the    only    legal    interpretation    of   the 
Act,  and  that  every  member  of  the  House 
has  had  nonnsitting  days  reckoned  to  him 
as  days  of  attendance.   By  what  authority 
is    the  sessional    indemnity   paid,   and 
Saturdays    and   other  non-sitting    days 
counted,  except  by  the  authority  of  this 
Act ;  by  what  authority  do  our  Easter 
holidays  count  as  days  of  attendance  but 
by  the  same  Act  1    I  desire  to  refer  now 
to  a  more  immediate  matter,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  explaining  the  part  which  I  took 
not  very  long  ago  in  the  settlement  of  the 
account  of  a  member  now  in  this  HoXise. 
Three  or    four     cases     involving     the 
question     which     I     have     been     dis- 
cussing   have    arisen    in     this   Cham- 
berSnce    1876— and   these   were  the 
cases,  I  have  no  doubt,  pointed  at  in  the 
notice  of  motion  to  which  mine  was  to 
Hon.  Sir  Alex.  GompheU. 


have  been  moved  as  an  amendment. 
With  one  of  these  I  had  all  to  do,  and 
am  wholly  responsible  for.  I  refrain 
from  mentioning  the  names  of  hon. 
gentlemen  in  this  House,  because  I  have 
no  right  to  do  so,  and  it  is  unnecessary 
and  undesirable  that  I  should.  It  hap- 
pened in  1877  that  a  member  of  the 
Senate  was  called  away  to  Europe  by  the 
severe  illness  of  a  member  of  his  family. 
He  wrote  to  me  to  settle  his  account 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  House.  I  accord- 
ingly called  upon  the  Clerk,  and  asked 
for  the  account  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 
It  was  made  up  a  day  or  two  afterwards 
by  the  Clerk,  after  the  ordinary  usage, 
and  I  then  saw,  what  had  escaped  ray 
notice  at  'first,  that  this  question  was 
involved  in  the  account,  that  he  had  not 
been  present  during  31  days,  and  that 
non-sitting  days  had  been  added  to  make 
up  that  number.  Although  I  had  given 
my  opinion  on  similar  cases  before,  and 
was  perfectly  satisfied  that  it  would  be 
right  to  settle  the  account  as  it  was,  and 
would  have  done  so  had  it  been  my  own, 
still,  as  acting  for  another,  I  said  to  the 
Clerk  : "  let  us  proceed  with  extra  caution. 
Go  to  Mr.  Wicksteed,  the  Law  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Commons  ;  find  out  what 
the  practice  has  been  there^  state  the 
facts,  and  ask  his  opinion."  After  a  day 
or  two,  the  Clerk  of  the  Senate  saw  me 
and  showed  me  the  following  endorse- 
ment  on  the  opinions  and  ruling  of  Mr. 
Speaker  Chauveau : — 

« I  think  Mr.  Chauveau*8  opinion,  as  here 
exprc^ed,  is  correct. 

(Sd.)      "  Or.  W.  WlOKSTlID. 

"April  25,  1877." 
The  Clerk  then  handed  me  the  cheque 
for  the  indemnity  of  the  Senator  to  whom 
I  have  reference',  and  the  money  was  sent 
to  his  agents,  as  he  had  requested.  What 
more  or  what  less  could  I  have  done  1  I 
mention  these  facts  that  the  House  may 
know  there  is  nothing  in  them  that  any- 
body can  make  anything  but  a  "mare's 
nest "  out  of,  and  that  nothing  has  been 
done  in  this  or  in  the  other  instances  that 
is  not  perfectly  proper  and  legal.  The 
very  sa^elaw  which  says  that  a  member 
shall  have  his  sessiooal  allowance,  also 
says  that  these  days  shall  coant.  Eveiy 
member  has  them  counted  to  him,  and  it 
is  a  mere  matter  of  accident  whether 
they  make  up  his  31  days  or  not.  I  have^ 
on  several    occasions — on    two,    at    all 
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events — suggested  that  there  should  be 
some  change  in  the  law ;  that  it  should  be 
made  more  restrictive.  I  have  gone  so 
far  twice  as  to  prepare  a  bill  with  that 
object,  but  it  was  not  conburred  in  by 
othei*8,  membersof  the  House  of  Commons, 
without  whose  concurrence  nothing  could 
be  done.  They  thought  that  the  law 
might  remain  as  it  is,  at  all  events,  until 
some  general  change  should  take  place. 
It  may  or  may  not  be  desirable  to  amend 
the  law,  but  that  anything  irregular — 
far  less  anything  improper — has  been 
done,  is  absolutely  untrue,  whoever 
utters  it,  and,  therefore,  I  have  thought 
it  best  to  go  on  with  the  amendment  of 
which  I  gave  notice,  in  order  that  this 
matter,  and  all  these  accounts  since 
Confederation  for  sessional  indem- 
nity and  mileage,  may  go  before  the 
Committee  on  Contingencies,  that  these 
gentlemen  may  ascertain  if  anything 
wrong  or  improper  has  been  done.  I  can- 
not think  for  a  moment  that  the  Bouse 
would  have  allowed  the  accounts  of  any 
senator  to  be  submitted  to  a  committee 
specially  selected  by  any  member  of  the 
House.  The  investigation  of  slich  mat- 
ters has  always  been  the  duty  of  the 
Committee  ou  Contingencies,  and  has 
been  faithfully  discharged  in  the  past. 
They  know  that  the  law  has  been 
closely  observed,  and  that  nothing  has 
been  done  which  is  not  perfectly  correct 
and  in  accoixlance  with  it,  or  that  any- 
body can  point  the  finger  of  reproach  ta 
I  therefore  move,  seconded  by  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  the  following  as 
an  original  motion  : — 

"  That  the  Clerk  be  instnicted  to  prepare, 
ior  the  use  of  the  Standmg  Committee  on  the 
Contingencies  of  the  Senate,  a  statement  of  all 
sums  paid  to  members  of  this  House  for  Ses- 
sional indemnity  and  mileage  since  1867,  in- 
closiye,  and  to  submit  the  same  to  the  said 
Committee." 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Iij  seconding  the 
motion  before  the  House,  I  do  not  think 
it  is  necessary  for  me  to  add  anything  to 
the  very  clear  and  lucid  statement  that 
has  been  given  by  the  hon.  the  leader  of 
the  Government,  further  than  to  express 
my  regret  that  such  a  motion  has  been 
thought  necessary,  in  consequence  of  the 
improper  inuendoes  and  extraordinary 
observations  that  have  been  made  as  to 
examinations  heretofore  had  in  the  Con- 
tingent Committee.  We  had  this  discus- 
sion up  a  few  days  ago,  and  the  opinion 
Hon.  Sir  Alex,  Campbell, 


was  then  very  generally  expressed 
that  the  Committee  had  carried 
out  their  instructions  from  the 
House  in  a  most  exhaustive  and  thorough 
manner  ;  but  I  think  it  is  extremely  un- 
fortunate that  the  question  has  been 
brought  up  to-day,  because  we  have  had 
from  the  leader  of  the  Government  a  very 
full  statement  of  the  opinions  of  gentle- 
men who  are  an  authority  on  this  matter, 
which  opinions  have  all  been  in  the  one 
direction.  One  can  scarcely  see  how 
there  could  be  a  doubt  as  to  the  true 
construction  of  the  Statute ;  and,  that 
being  the  construction  that  governs  the 
practice  in  both  Chambers,  and  as 
given  by  the  Deputy  Minister  of 
Justice,  it  does  seem  to  me  to 
be  unnecessary  to  pursue  the  matter 
any  further ;  but,  as  inuendoes  have  been 
made  use  of  in  relation  to  the  matter,  I 
think  the  proper  course  is  that  all  the 
accounts,  from  Confederation  to  the 
present  session,  should  be  referred  to  this 
Committee. 

Hon.  Ml'.  READ — Befoi-e  this  motion 
is  carried,  I  would  like  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject.  It  is  true  there 
may  have  been  improper  inuendoes,  but 
when  we  know  that,  for  a  few  days*  at- 
tendance in  this  House,  some  hon.  gen- 
tlemen take  away  large  sums  of  money, 
while  others,  who  attend  for  a  much 
longer  time,  receive  smaller  sums,  it  is 
right  to  call  attention  to  it.  I  have,  on 
the  Contingencies  Committee,  complained 
of  this  matter  when  it  has  come  to  my 
notice ;  I  have  contended  that  if  this  is 
the  true  construction  of  the  law,  and  a 
member  can  take  away  as  many  hundreds 
of  dollars  as  the  days  he  attends  in  this 
House,  it  is  time  some  change  was  made 
in  the  Statute.  I  should  not  have  taken 
part  in  this  debate  if  the  ex-Secretary  of 
State  had  not  said  there  were  improper 
inuendoes  thrown  out.  I  say  there  have 
been  truths  told,  not  inuendoes,  and 
I  think  it  my  duty  to  rise  in  mj  place 
because  I  may  have  been  one  of  those  to 
whom  reference  is  made,  as  it  is  well 
known  that  I  have  spoken  of  this  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  made  no  refer- 
ence to  my  hon.  friend. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— The  hon.  gentle- 
man was  present  when  I  brought  it  up 
in  Committee.  It  was  no  hearsay  on 
my  part ;  it  is  what  I  know  to  be  c^  fact. 
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aA  far  as  a  man  can  know,  and  it  is  m j 
duty  to  refer  to  it 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— Last  session,  I  felt 
it  my  duty  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
the  Contingencies  Committee  my  position 
as  compared  with  that  of  some  other 
gentlemen  the  year  before,  in  relation  to 
our  indemnities.  In  1878  I  attended 
here  twelve  sessional  days,  and  was 
present  five  non-sitting  days,  making  in 
all  seventeen  days'  attendance,  for  which 
1  received  $170.  I  had  remained  at 
home  attending  to  my  own  business 
until  the  latter  end  of  the  session,  and 
then  came  down  here  at  a  time  when 
the  presence  of  members  was  most  re- 
quired, and  attended  to  my  parliamen- 
tary duties  for  the  time  I  have  stated. 
But  I  iound  that  other  gentlemen,  who 
had  only  attended  four  or  five  days  at 
the  commencement  of  the  session,  had 
received  their  whole  sessional  allowance, 
less  the  eight  dollars  per  day  deducted 
for  days  that  they  had  not  attended.  It 
struck  me  as  very  unfair  that  one  gen- 
tleman should  thus  receive  five  or  six 
hundred  dollars  for  four  or  five  days' 
attendance,  while  I  received  only  $170 
for  seventeen  days.  I  am  not  a  lawyer, 
and  may  be  a  little  dull  ot  comprehen- 
sion,/but  it  does  seem  to  me  that  the 
law  is  so  construed  that,  suppos- 
ing a  member  attended  only  the 
first  three  sittings  of  the  House, 
at  a  time  when  there  is  nothing  doing, 
and  there  were  sixty  sittings  during  the 
session,  he  would  be  able  to  draw  his 
$1,000,  less  $8  per  day  for  fifty-seven 
days,  which  would  give  him  $§44  for 
his  three  days'  attendance.  I  ask  if  this 
is  fair  %  Is  it  right  that  any  gentleman 
should  receive  this  much  money  for 
three  days'  attendance  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  session,  while  another 
member  who  could  only  attend  the 
latter,  and  most  important  part  of  the 
session,  should  receive  but  $10  per  dayl 
When  I  brought  the  matter  before  the 
Committee  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rich- 
mond explained  it  as  it  has  been  already 
explained  here  to-day,  but,  notwithstand- 
ing that  explanation,  it  seems  to  me  to 
be  very  unfair  that  one  member  should 
receive  so  much  for  so  little  work,  while 
another  should  receive  so  small  a  sum 
for  very  much  more  work.  I  should 
not  have  risen  on  this  occasion  but  tor 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Horu  Mr.  Read. 


Militia  that,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
when  a  member  comes  here  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  session  and  sits  three  days  he 
is  entitled  to  pay  for  all  the  holidays  be- 
tween that  and  the  close  of  the  session 
to  make  up  his  allowance.  Under  such 
a  construction  of  the  law,  it  would  be  an 
advantage  to  all  the  members  to  remain 
away  for  the  latter  half  of  the  session 
altogether.  I  do  not  think  it  is  justice 
to  the  members  of  this  House  or  j  ustice 
to  the  country,  and  I  do  trust  that  the 
Minister  of  Militia  will  see  that  the 
law  is  amended  in  accordance  with  what 
is  right  and  just. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  am 
sure  that  this  House  must  have  been 
shocked  at  the  speech  delivei*ed  by  the 
leader  of  the  Government  (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell),  and  I  am  sure  that,  when  a 
report  of  that  speech  appears  in  the 
public  press,  the  honest  men  of  the  coun- 
try will  also  be  shocked  at  a  member  of 
the  Government  having  given  utterance 
to  such  sentiments  on  the  floor  of  Par- 
liament. We  are  here  a  body  nominated 
by  the  Crown,  constituting  the  highest 
court  or  chamber  in  the  land.  We  stand 
before  the  country  as  a  body  of  men  in- 
dependent in  means  and  independent  of 
the  popular  vote — appointed  here  for 
life,  beyond  the  control  of  the  people, 
and  the  people  look  to  us  as  being  the 
guardians  of  the  honor  of  Parliament, 
and  above  all  suspicion.  Good  God ! 
what  will  the  people  of  the  Dominion 
say  when  they  hear  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  who  knows  what  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  law 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
have  stated  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— A  bar- 
rister of  long  standing,  on  the  floor  of 
this  House,  talk  of  straining  the  law  to 
enable  any  of  the  members  of  the  Senate 
of  Canada  to  put  their  hands  into  the 
public  ia:easury  and  steal — for  there  is  no 
other  word  I  can  apply  to  it 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  lise  to  a 
question  of  order,  and  I  ask  that  the 
words  be  taken  down.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man says  :  ''  The  oonstruction  puD  upon 
the  law  by  the  loader  of  the  House  to 
enable  members  to  steal." 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  with- 
draw the  expression. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— That  will  not 
^o.  A  member  is  not  to  say  things  of 
that  kind  and  simply  withdraw  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— You  can 
take  them  down,  but  I  withdraw  the 
words  I  used. 

Hon,  Mr.  MILLER  —  Make  an 
apolo^  to  the  House  also. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— If  the 
House  desires  that  I  should  make  an 
Apology  for  these  words.  I  <Jo  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  House  does 
desire  it,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
make  the  apology  now  before  he  pro- 
ceeds. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  have 
made  the  apology. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— We  have  not 
heard  it. 


ALEXANDER— I     do 


Hon.    Mr. 

make  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Then  it  is  all 
right. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER.— It  is  no 
wonder  that  a  humble  member  of  the 
Senate  should  feel  warmly  when  he 
knows  that  the  leader  of  the  House  has 
delivered  a  speech  that  will  sink  us  in 
the  estimation  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  We  are  here  a  body  regarded 
as  responsible  men,  and  the  people 
look  to  us  to  act  as  men  of  honor.  A 
law  has  been  framed  to  give  an  ample 
indemnity  to  gentlemen  who  come  here 
to  discharge  their  duties  as  members  of 
Parliament.  We  all  know  that  the  in- 
tention of  that  law  was  that  members 
who  cannot  attend  for  thirty  days  should 
only  be  entitled  to  ten  dollars  a  day  for 
that  time,  but,  as  my  hon.  friend  behind 
'  me  (Mr.  Flint)  has  stated,  he,  as  an 
honest  member  of  this  House 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— -I  did  not  say  that 
I  was  an  honest  member  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— As  an 
honest  member  of  this  House,  he  had 
never  taken  more  than  ten  dollars  a  day 
when  he  could  not  attend  such  period 
named.  I  know  that  he  would  rather 
cut  his  right  hand  off  than  do  an  act 
that  was  dishonest  or  dishonorable. 

Hon.  Mr.   MILLER— Does  the  hon. 
member  mean  to  insinuate  that  a  mem- 
Eon,  Mr.  Alexander. 


ber  of  this  House  has  done  a  di^onest 
or  dishonorable  act  in  connection  with 
hii  indemnity  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  make 
no  insinuation. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  order.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
said  that  the  member  from  Belleville 
would  not  take  more  than  ten  dollars  a 
day,  because  he  would  not  do  a  dishonest 
or  dishonorable  act,  therefore,  by  implica- 
tion, he  says  that  those  gentlemen  who 
have  taken  more  than  ten  dollars  a  day 
for  their  attendance  here,  have  been 
guilty  of  a  dishonest  and  dishonorable 
act.  It  is  out  of  order,  under  the  rules 
of  this  House,  to  imply  anything  of  that 
kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  —  The 
Speaker  will  decide  the  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER— I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  no  right  even  to  insinuate 
that  any  hon.  member  has  done  a  dis- 
honorable act. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Apologise ! 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— This  is  a 
very  grave  matter.  The  utility  of  the 
Senate  depends  entirely  on  our  standing 
well  in  the  estimation  of  the  public. 
We  cannot  be  removed  without  a  change 
in  the  ITnion  Act,  but  I  fear  that  when 
the  speech  of  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  House  goes  to  the  country, 
the  people  will  say  that  we  are  morally 
sunk,  that  our  moral  sense  is  gone.  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  poorest  man,  the 
poorest  laborer,  the  poorest  mechanic  or 
the  poorest  farmer  in  the  country  would 
not  strain  the  law  as  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  Government  has  interpreted  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
object  to  the  hon^  gentleman  saying  that 
I  have  strained  the  law  ;  I  have  inter- 
preted the  law  to  the  best  of  my  judg- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  am 
allowed  to  state  that  it  is  straining  the 
law. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  is  quite  at  liberty  to  say 
that  he  believes  I  have  strained  the  law, 
but  ho  is  not  at  liberty  to  say  that 
the  Minister  of  Militia  has  strained  the 
law. 
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Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  am 
sure  that  every  farmer  in  the  country 
will  say  that  the  construction  put 
upon  the  Act  is  straining  the  law. 
Members  of  the  legal  profession 
may  argue  this  point  with  great 
ability,  and  may  make  a  semblance 
of  argument  that  the  law  will  bear  that 
interpretation,  but  no  farmer,  mechanic 
or  laborer, — no  citizen  of  the  country 
who  reads  the  speech  of  the  hon.'  gen- 
tleman, can  come  to  any  other  conclusion 
than  that  the  hon.  gentleman's  moral 
sense  is  gone. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  rise  again  to  a 
question  of  order,  and  I  ask  that  the 
words  be  taken  down.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber, in  referring  to  the  Minister  of  Mili- 
tia^  says  that  his  moral  sense  is  gone. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Re- 
ally, as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  do  not 
mind  it  much,  but  I  believe,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  some 
other  sense  besides  his  moral  sense  b 
gone. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  ask  that  the 
words  of  the  hon.  member  from  Wood- 
stock be  taken  down.  I  submit  to  the 
chair  that  they  are  a  violation  of  the 
rules  of  the  Senate,  as  applied  to  the 
Minister  of  Militia. 

The  SPEAKER— Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman  persist  in  the  words  being  ts^en 
down? 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Yes. 

The  SPEAKER.— I  direct  the  Clerk 
to  take  the  words  down. 

The  CLERK—"  The  Hon.  Mr.  Alex- 
ander said  of  the  Minister  of  Militia,  *  his 
moral  sense  is  gone.'  " 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAI^— I  beg  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Speaker  to  the  27th  rule 
of  the  Housa: — 

"  If  a  Senator  be  called  to  order  for  words 
spoken  m  debate,  upon  the  demand  of  the 
I5enaU>r  so  called  to  order,  or  of  aay  other 
Senator,  the  exceptionable  words  shall  be  taken 
down  in  writing.  And  any  Senator  who  has 
used  exceptionable  words,  and  does  not  ex- 
plain or  retract  the  same,  or  offer  apologies 
therefor,  to  the  satisfSAction  of  the  Senate,  will 
be  censored  or  otherwise  dealt  with,  as  the 
Senatemay  think  fit." 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— It  seems  to  me 
that,  in  this,  the  old  maxim  becomes  true : 
*'One   man   may   steal    a  horse^   while 
IJon,  Sir  Alex,  Campbell 


another  may  not  look  over  the  fence. '^ 
The  experience  of  yesterday  and  that  of 
to-day  fully  bears  me  out  in  the  belief 
that  I  am  quoting  the  maxim  relevantly. 
And,  having  drawn  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  comparison  between  the 
two  days,  I  take  my  seat. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  beg  to  say 
that  the  proceedings  of  yesterday  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  proceedings  of 
to-day.  Each  question  has  to  be  decided 
on  its  own  merits,  and  if  no  action  was 
taken  yesterday  to  prevent  unparliamen- 
tary language,  it  was  as  much  the  fault  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  as  of  any  other  mem- 
ber. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— But  I  am  at 
least  acting  consistently.  I  was  silent 
yesterday  ;  so  I  cannot  see  why  one  hon. 
gentleman,  who  speaks  on  one  day  in  a 
sense  which  might  certainly  call  for  the 
taking  down  of  his  words,  should  be 
the  man  repeatedly  to  call  for  the  taking 
down  of  words  of  another  hon.  Sena- 
tor, that  are  not  nearly  so  violent  as 
those  he  himself  had  used. 

The  SPEAKER— I  consider  that  the 
words  are  objectionable,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  be  called  upon  to  re- 
tract. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  retract 
any  words  that  may  be  considered  offen- 
sive to  the  House.  It  is  a  matter  of 
very  little  importance  as  to  my  retract- 
ing them.  The  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  made  a  statement  that  a  mem- 
ber of  this  House  came  here  last  session, 
but  was  obliged  to  go  to  Europe,  after  a 
few  days*  attendance,  and  that  he  (Sir 
Alex.  Campbell)  put  a  construction  on 
the  law,  that  that  member  might  draw 
a  large  amount  of  money.  Did  I  under- 
stand the  leader  of  the  Government  to 
state  that  ? 

Hon.   Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL.— 

No. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  under- 
stood  the  leader  of  the  Cbvemment  to 
say  that  a  member  of  this  House,  who 
had  only  attended  some  ten  or  eleven 
days 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
did  not  state  any  number  of  days. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— A  few 
days. 
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Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
did  not  state  "a  few  days."  I  said 
**  some  days,". and  that  it  was  necessary 
to  add  the  holidays. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  am  pre- 
pared to  state,  as  a  member  of  the  Con- 
tingencies Committee,  that  a  member  of 
this  House  had  been  only  present  ten  or 
eleven  days,  and  that  he  drew  the  sum 
of  $670.  And  yet  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  Government  states  that  it 
is  only  a  mare's  nest.  Will  the 
farmers  of  the  country,  who  pay  the 
taxes,  say  that  it  is  ''a  mare's  nest" 
that  gentlemen  who  drive  in  liveried 
carriages  should  come  down  here  for 
eleven  days'  attendance  and  take  away 
$679  of  the  people's  money?  Does  the 
hon.  gentleman  say  that  this  is  only 
**  a  mare's  nest  T 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Then  I 
can  only  say  I  do  not  believe  that  this 
House,  composed  of  men  of  high  in- 
tegrity and  principle,  will  aUow  such 
language  to  be  used  by  a  member  of  any 
€rovemment.  When  I  look  around  me 
at  the  body  of  gentlemen  who  compose 
this  Chamber,  I  feel  that  I  have  reason  to 
be  proud  of  being  a  member  of  this 
Senate.  I  do  not  believe  such  a  body  of 
men  could  be  elected  wei-e  the  House  to 
be  elected  to-moiTOw,  and  I  am  sure 
they  will  not  allow  the  leader  of  the 
Crovemment  to  drag  the  Senate  of  the 
Dominion  into  the  mire.    , 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
object  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man. Nothing  can  be  more  contrary  to 
order,  and  if  he  has  any  sort  of  sense 
left,  he  must  know  that  it  is  not  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Tt  may 
be  considered  too  bad,  but  the  only  pride 
and  pleasure  that  any  of  us  have,  in 
being  members  of  this  body,  is  that  the 
Senate  should  be  above  suspicion,  and 
that  the  people  should  feel  that  we  do 
not  come  here  for  the  money  we  receive, 
biit  because  we  have  a  pride  in  being 
associated  with  the  progress  of  this  coun- 
try. It  has  pained  me  to  hear  the  leader 
of  this  House  enunciate  the  idea  that  a 
member  should  receive  payment  to  which 
he  is  not  fairly  entitled.  What  will  our 
•chieftain.  Sir  John  Macdonald,  the 
Hon,  Mr.  Alexander, 


Premier  of  this  Government,  who,  with 
all  the  charges  that  have  been  brought 
against  him  in  his  long  parliamentary 
career,  has  never  been  charged  with  put- 
ting a  sixpence  of  the  public  money  un- 
worthily in  his  pocket — what  will  he  say 
when  he  hears  of  it  %  What  will  the 
other  members  of  the  Government — the 
Minister  of  Finance,  a  gentleman  who 
stands  high  in  the  estimation  of  the 
people  of  Canada,  or  the  Minister  of 
Railways,  the  Minister  of  Justice,  and 
the  other  ministers,  who  are  an  honor  to 
the  Government  and  the  country,  think 
of  their  colleague ;  and  what  will  the 
people  think  of  the  Senate,  when  its 
leader  ventures  to  address  such  senti- 
ments to  justify  a  gentleman— a  man  who 
calls  himself  a  gentleman 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— I  rise  to  a  point 
of  order.  I  do  not  think  that  this  House 
should  be  degraded  in  this  manner  by  a  ' 
Senator  who  has  taken  liberties  with 
every  man  in  this  Chamber,  and  ventured 
to  abuse  our  leader.  I  think  it  is  time 
for  us  to  say  whether  we  shall  put  up 
any  longer  with  this  kind  of  torment. 
Last  session  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Alexander)  took  a  spite  at  one  hon. 
gentleman 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Order  ! 
order  ! 

The  SPEAKER— The  hoiv  gentle- 
man is  not  in  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  ask 
that  the  words  of  the  hon«  gentleman 
(Mr.  Smith)  be  taken  down. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  can 
only  say,  in  conclusion,  that,  when  such  a 
speech  is  allowed  to  be  delivered  in  this 
House,  it  is  about  time  for  us  all  to 
resign  our  position  and  leave  the  Senate 
for  ever. 

Hon.  Mr.  THIBEAUDEATJ— We 
have  been  treated  to  a  stump  speech, 
which  is  degrading  to  this  House.  I 
think  it  is  perfectly  disgraceful  to  see 
any  hon.  member  rise  in  his  place,  as  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock  (Mr. 
Alexander)  has  done,  to  throw  discredit 
on  members  of  this  House,  for  acts 
which  are  not  their  own.  I,  for  one, 
have  been,  for  the  last  two  sessions,  an 
irregular  attendant  of  this  House,  and, 
if  the  non-sitting  days  have  been  counted 
as  days  of  attendance,  according  to  law, 
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it  is  no  fault  of  mine,  because  I  have 
never  seat  in  any  claim,  or  presented  any 
account  for  indemnity;  but,  after  the 
close  of  the  session,  I  took  whatever  I 
was  entitled  to  take,  according  to  law. 
It  may  be  advisable  to  change  the  law, 
but  it  is  disgraceful  for  any  member  of 
the  Senate  to  asperse  the  characters  of 
hon.  gentlemen  in  this  Chamber. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  House  will 
scarcely  feel  that  any  reply  is  necessary 
to  the  extraordinary  and  extravagant 
speech  of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Wood- 
stock ;  at  the  same  time  it  is  due  to  the 
gentleman,  whom  we  all  respect,  who  has 
made  this  motion,  to  say  that  a  fairer, 
franker,  more  lucid  and  convincinof  state- 
ment I  never  heard  made  in  this  House 
than  the  speech  which  he  delivered  when 
he  introduced  this  resolution.  At  the 
same  time,  I  am  bound  to  say  further, 
that  my  hon.  friend  was  careful  not  to  go 
outside  the  record  ;  that  he  was  not 
tempted  by  anything  contained  in  the 
original  motion  to  go  beyond  what  was 
decorous  and  proper.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  confess  that  I  was  surprised 
when  the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock 
stated  "that  he  was  shocked  at  that 
speech,  that  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia 
was  straining  the  law,  and  that  it  would 
sink  us — I  will  not  say  how  low — in  the 
estimation  of  the  people  of  the  country, 
when  that  speech  came  to  be  read.  Apart 
from  any  objectionable  words  used, 
the  sentiments  to  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man gave  utterance,  he  will  see  himself, 
on  second  thoughts,  were  unworthy 
of  him,,  as  they  would  be  of 
any  member  of  this  House. 
The  hon.  Senator  has  given  the  best 
answer  to  his  own  motion,  because  he 
has  asked  to-day  to  be  allowed  to  with- 
draw it.  Why  was  it  put  on  the  order 
paper  at  all  ]  Why  was  it  not  brought 
before  the  proper  tribunal,  the  Contin- 
gent Accounts  Committee  ?  We  cannot 
suppose  for  a  moment  why,  unless  it  was 
to  give  him  an  opportunity  to  vent  his 
spite  against  a  member  of  this  House, 
who  has  done  nothing  to  deserve  it.  In 
no  other  way  can  I  possibly  account  for 
it,  and  I  think  the  hon.  member  would 
have  best  consulted  his  reputation  had 
he  said  nothing,  and  allowed  this  motion 
to  go  to  the  proper  tribunal  to  look  into 
this  matter,  if  he  had  anything  to  ex- 
amine. The  hon.  member  has  talked 
Hon,  Mr.  Thibeaudeau. 


about  indemnity,  but  it  appears^  to  me- 
that  he  ought  to  ask  from  thia  House 
an  indemnity  for  his  conduct  to-day^ 
Speaking  of  indemnity,  what  is  the  ques- 
tion, after  all )  It  is  simply  a  question  of 
law.  When  my  hon.  friend  from  Belle- 
ville gets  up  and  makes  a  complaint,  I 
sympathize  with  him,  to  a  certain  extent, 
as  to  the  change  that  ought  to  be  mad^ 
in  the  law,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  over- 
looks the  fact  that  his  case  was  dealt 
with  strictly  according  to  the  Act.  The 
other  cases  were  also  dealt  with  strictly 
according  to  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  do  not  dilute 
that. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  sympathise- 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  and  my  hon. 
friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Head)  in  their 
contention  that  the  law  ought  to  be  mad^ 
more  explicit  and  applied  in  a  different 
manner,  but  I  will  not  go  into  that  ques- 
tion to-day.  It  is  sufficient  to  know- 
that  we  have  had  a  body  of  legal  and 
parliamentary  authority,  which  is  quite 
superfluous  after  looking  at  the  plain, 
words  of  the  Act  to  shew  that  every 
step  that  has  been  taken  has  been  in^ 
strict  conformity  with  the  law  and  the 
practice  of  both  Houses.  If  the  testimony 
that  has  been  brought  forward  is  not 
sufficient,  I  beg  to  submit  another 
memorandum,  which  comes  from  a  high 
authority  in  the  House  of  Commons  : — 
[Mr.  DICKEY  here  read  the  paper,  which  wa* 
strongly  confirmatory  of  the  constructioa 
placed  upon  the  Indeijinity  Act  by  the 
other  authorities  cited .  1 

The  hon.  SeiHitor  from  Woodstock  and 
some  other  hon.  senators  have  found 
fault  with  members  for  taking  this 
indemnity,  but  they  will  see  that  this  is 
a  rule  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
will  undertake  to  say  further,  that  it  is 
the  rule  upon  which  the  hon.  member 
from  Woodstock,  himself,  has  taken  hi* 
indemnity.  He  has  acted  under  this 
very  law,  and  he  has  pocketed  money 
which,  he  says,  the  people  of  this  country 
will  condemn  others  for  taking. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  beg 
to  correct  the  hon.  gentleman.  1  chal- 
lenge him  to  refer  to  the  records  of  this 
Senate,  and  to  shew  whether  I  have  ever 
taken  an  indemnity  under  the  circum- 
stances to  which  I  have  referred  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  am  making 
no  unworthy  imputation  against  the  hon. 
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gentleman,  because,  as  I  have  paid,  he 
took  it  in  strict  conformity  with  the  law, 
but  he  did  take  it.  He  knows  that, 
when  the  House  adjourns  over  from 
Friday  to  Monday,  he  does  take  indem- 
nity for  two  non-sitting  days  of  the 
week,  or  nearly  one-third  of  the  session, 
to  begin  with. 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.     CAMPBELL— 

And  the  Easter  holidays  also. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Yes  ;  and  he 
does  it  rightly  and  properly  ;  and  when 
he  says  in  a  vaunting  tone  "  What  will 
^  John  A.  Macdonald,  our  chieftain, 
and  what  will  the  Minister  of  Finance 
say  upon  this  question !"  why,  they 
would  say  they  took  it  themselves,  and 
so  does  every  hon.  member,  including 
the  hon.  gentleman  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  chal- 
lenge  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  Sir 
John  Macdonald  or  any  member  of  the 
Government  in  the  other  House  ever 
took  the  public  money  on  the  same 
principle  that  the  leader  of  this  House 
has  advocated. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— They  could  not 
take  it  on  any  other  principle,  because  it 
is  the  law  of  the  land,  and  the  hon.  gen- 
tlemnn  should  not  attempt  to  cloud  the 
question  by  such  interruptions,  because 
he  is  casting  reflections  upon  nearly 
three  hundred  gentlemen  who  are  legis- 
lating for  this  country.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  is  necessary  to  follow  the  hon. 
member  any  further,  except  to  say 
that  I  deprecate  in  the  strongest  manner 
the  course  he  has  pursued  and  the  lan- 
guage he  has  used  to-day,  for  which  he 
has  been  called  to  account  It  is  neces- 
sary for  us  to  pause  now  *  and  con- 
sider our  course  for  the  future. 
The  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  the  char- 
acter of  the  Senate.  Re  might  well 
have  added  that  the  Senate  is  acknow- 
ledged to  be,  rightfully,  I  believe,  the 
first  body  of  gentlemen  legislators  in  the 
Dominion,  and  it  rests  with  ourselves  to 
say  whether  we  shall  deprive  ourselves 
of  that  high  pre  eminence  by  extravagant 
lan^age,  such  as  we  have  heard  to-day. 
Without  referring  more  particularly  to 
the  past,  I  may  say  that  the  scenes 
which  have  occurred  in  this  House, 
and  which  have  given  us  all  infinite 
pain  and  regret,  are  ddculated  to  pro- 
Hon.  Mr,  Dickey. 


duce  a  very  different  impression 
upon  the  country.  My  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Alexander)  speaks  of  the  opinion 
of  the  country,  which  he  values  so  highly^ 
while  the  course  he  has  taken  and  the 
language  he  has  used  to-day  have  not 
been  such  as  to  elevate  the  character  of 
the  Senate  before  the  country,  but  I  con- 
sole myself  with  the  reflection  that  there 
is  not  another  member  who  will  endorse 
the  course  that  has  been  taken  by  the 
hon.  Senator,  or  the  unwarrantable 
language  he  has  used  in  attacking 
the  leader  of  this  House.  Therefore,  I 
contend  that  we  will  still  be  able  to 
to  maintain  before  the  country  the  high 
character  we  have  hitherto  held,  if 
only  we  protect  ourselves  from  the  de- 
grading scenes  to  which  I  have  adverted. 
I  was  pleased  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
to-day  thought  proper  to  withdraw 
the  offensive  resolution  which  he  had 
kept  hanging  upon  the  order  paper  for 
nearly  a  fortnight,  and  if  he  had  been 
content  also  to  have  said  nothing  I 
should  have  been  spared  the  pain  of 
making  these  observations,  but  I  do  it  to 
preserve  the  fair  name  and  fame  of  the 
House.  Unless  hon.  members  restrain 
themselves,  or  are  restrained  by  the 
House  from  using  such  unparliamentary 
language  as  we  have  lately  heard  in  this 
House  I  do  say,  as  an  humble  member 
of  the  Senate,  that,  if  the  leader  of  the 
Government  does  not  interfere  to  protect 
the  decorum  of  debate,  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty,  as  opportunity  arises,  to  take  the 
responsibility  of  calling  attention  to  the 
language  used,  so  that  we  may  be  spared 
such  scenes  as  we  have  lately  had  to 
endure.  In  doing  so,  I  feel  convinced 
that  I  shall  be  sustained  by  the  opinion 
of  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH-^I  |do  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  who  hu» 
just  resumed  his  seat,  that  this  matter 
should  not  have  been  brought  before  the 
House,  neither  do  I  consider  it  im- 
proper that  it  should  be  discussed  here. 
If  the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock 
(Mr.  Alexander)  believed  that  the 
Indemnity  Act  was  misinterpreted  and 
violated,  it  was  his  duty  to  bring  it 
before  the  House,  and  he  was  not  out  of 
order  in  saying  that  he  was  shocked  at 
it,  and  that  the  law  was  strained.  I  am 
very  glad  to  find  that  we  are  entering 
upon  a  new  era  to-day — that  the  freedom 
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and  decorum  of  our  debates  will  be  main- 
tained for  the  future.     We  are  suddenly 
growing  very  critical    upon   thai  point, 
but  it  is  a  pity  that  those  gentlemen  who 
are   so  sensitive  to-day  did   not  come  to 
the  same  conclusion  yesterday,  and  at  an 
earlier  stage   of  the  session.     My  hon. 
friend   from  Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey)  has 
been  derelict  in  his  duty,  regarding  him- 
self, as   the  guide  of  the   House,  in  not 
proceeding  in   the  way  that  he  has  indi- 
cated to-day  on  former  occasions,  when 
he  would  have   been   more  justified  in 
doing  so  than  he  is  at  present.     Though 
the  leader  of  the   Government  in  this 
House  may  have  given  the  strictly  legal 
construction  of  the  Statute,   and  may, 
therefore,  consider  the    taking    of   the 
money  perfectly  proper,  legal  and  right, 
any  other  member  of  the  House  has  a 
right  to  consider,  and  give  expression  to 
his  opinion,  that  such  a  construction  is 
shocking  in   its  effects.     I  am  not  now 
going  to  dispute  the  Minister  of  Militia's 
strict    inteq)retation    of   the  law,    sus- 
tained   as  it  is    by  so   many   eminent 
authorities,   but   I    say  that  it    is    not 
right      That    it    is  not    the  spirit    or 
intention  of  the  law,  or  of  the  framers 
thereof,  that  a  man  who  comes  here  early 
in  the  session  and  sits  for  a  day  or  an 
hour,  and  then  absents  himself  altogether, 
should  be  allowed  to  draw  his  $1,000  in- 
demnity, less  actual  sitting  days  absent, 
if  the  non-sitting  days  subsequent  to  that 
should  make  up  the  31  days.     It  may  be 
legal,  and,  therefore,  right  and   proper, 
but  law  is  common  sense,  and  it  does  not 
appear  to  be  reasonable,  or  in  accordance 
with  the  spirit  or  intention  of  the  law 
that  such  a  case  as  I  have  just  described 
should  be  possible.     Why,  a  senator  may 
come  here  30  days  before  the  close  of  the 
session,  when  the  real  work  of  the  session  is 
done,  and  sit  every  day  until  prorogation, 
and  yet,  forsooth,  he  merely  receives  so 
much  per  day  for  the  number  of  days 
that  he  sat  in  the  House,  while  the  mem- 
ber who  attends  only  a  day  or  an  hour 
at  the  beginning  of  the  session,  receives 
his  full  indemnity  !    I  repeat,  the  framers 
of  the  law   never  could  have  intended 
that  should  be  its  effect,  and,  therefore, 
I  am  not  surprised  at  my  hon.  friend 
from   Woodstock    saying    that  he  was 
shocked  at  such  a  shocking  interpreta- 
tion of  the  Statute,  or  that  he  should 
consider  it  strained. 

Son.  Mr.  KatUbach. 


Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Can  ray  hon. 
friend  put  any  other  interpretation  upon 
the  law  1 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  said,  at 
the  outset,  that  I  would  not  dispute  that 
point. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— How 
can  you  say  that  I  strained  the  law  1 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— That  might 
be  my  opinion,  but  I  did  not  say  so.  I  say 
that  the  hon.  Senator  fron.*  Woodstock 
(Mr.  Alexander)  may  have  very  properly 
believed  that  it  was  strained. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-I  do 
not  object  to  that,  but  he  accused  me  of 
straining  the  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  did  not 
understand  the  hon.  Senator  from  Wood- 
stock to  say  that  the  leader  of  the  House 
intentionally  strained  the  law  ;  he  merely 
said  he  believed  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
strained  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
do  not  care  what  the  hon.  gentleman  be- 
lieves. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not 
know  who  these  gentlemen  are  that  got 
the  money,  but  I  think  it  is  proper  that 
the  law  should  be  amended  to  prevent  a 
recurrence  of  such  caaes.  Th^  House 
can  not  attribute  any  base  motives  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  for  bringing  up  the  sub- 
ject here,  and  I  do  not  think  that  it  was 
wrong  for  him  to  do  so.  Law  should  be 
based  on  common  sense ;  that  is  wanting 
in  this  Act  if,  after  an  hour's  sitting 
here,  a  Senator  may  be  enabled,  at  the 
end  of  the  session,  to  draw  his  full  in- 
demnity less  the  sittings  days  absent. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


WITNESSES     IN      COMMON     ASSAULT 
CASES  BILL. 

IN  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  went  into  Commitee  of  the 
Whole  on  Bill  (41)  "To  amend  'An 
Act  to  provide  that  persons  charged  with 
common  assault  shall  be  competent  as 
witnesses.' " 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE,  from  the 
Committee,  reported  that  they  had  made 
some  progress,  and  asked  leave  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 
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«T.  CLAIR   AND    LAKE  EKIE   NAVIGA- 
TION COMPANY'S  'BILL. 

THIRD     READING. 

The  Amendments  made  by  the  Select 
Committee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and 
Harbors  to  Bill  (31)  "To  incorporate 
the  St.  Clair  and  Lake  Erie  Navigation 
Company,"  were  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  moved  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

STADACONA     INSURANCE     COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

SECOXD   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (21)  "  To  empower  the 
Stadacona  Fire  and  Life  Insurance  Com- 
pany to  relinquish  their  charter,  and  to 
provide  for  the  winding  up  of  their 
affairs." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  i-ead  the  second  time. 

The  House  adjourned  at  4.35  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Thursday,  April  15th,  18S0. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE    OPENING     OF      THE    WELLAND 
CANAL, 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— I  beg  leave  to 
ask  the  leader  of  the  Government  if  he 
can  say,  with  any  degree  of  accuracy, 
what  day  the  Welland  Canal  will  be 
opened  for  traffic  1 

Bon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
have  made  inquiries  since  the  notice  was 
given  yesterday,  and  I  find  that,  for  ves- 
sels drawing  less  than  seven  feet  of 
-water,  the  canal  will  be  opened  to-mor- 
row ;  but,  for  vessels  drawing  more  than 
that,  it  is  not  probable  that  it  will  be 
open  until  the  end  of  the  month.  The 
Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals  wishes 
me  to  say,  in  addition  to  that,  that  the 
canal  had  not  been  opened  last  year 
until  the  4th  of  May,  and  the  year 
Hon,  Mr.  Macfarlane. 


before  that  until  the  8th  or  9th  of  May. 
Contracts  had  been  given  out  for  the  deep- 
ening of  the  canal,  atid  the  contractors 
were  obliged  to  ask  for  a  stipulation  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  to  allow  the 
water  to  be  drawn  out  until  the  26th 
of  April.  AiTangements  were  also 
made  with  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Company,  whose  track  crosses 
the  canal,  and  who  had  engaged 
to  constinict  a  new  biidge  across  it,  that 
the  foundation  for  this  new  bridge  was 
to  be  built  by  the  Government.  It  was 
to  be  ready  by  the  10th  of  April.  The 
foundation  was  constructed  and  ready  by 
the  6th  of  April,  and  then  the  Grand 
Trunk  was  put  in  possession  of  it,  and 
they  have  ever  since  been  using  every 
exertion  to  get  the  superatructure  finished 
before  the  opening  of  the  canal.  That 
and  the  contractors'  claim  have  combined 
to  cause  any  delay  which  may  occur,  but 
the  Minister  of  Railways  is  of  the 
opinion  that  both  of  these  causes  of  delay 
will  terminate  between  the  26th  inst. 
and  the  end  of  the  month,  and  he  fully 
balieves  that,  for  vessels  of  all  purposes,  - 
the  canal  will  be  open  by  the  1st  of 
May. 

WITNESSES      IN     COMMON      ASSAULT 
CASES  BILL. 

DROPPED   IN   COMMITTEE. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
read  that  the  House  go  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (41) 
"  To  amend  *  An  Act  to  provide  that 
persons  charged  with  common  assault 
shall  be  competent  as  witnesses,' " 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  asked  that 
his  Bill  (L)  "To  repeal  the  Act  intituled 
*  An  Act  to  provide  that  persons  charged 
with  common  assault  shall  be  competent 
as  witnesses,'  and  to  amend  the  Act 
intituled  'An  Act  respecting  offences 
against  the  person,'  "  which  he  proposed 
to  substitute  for  Bill  41,  should  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said  that  course  was 
not  the  usual  one. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  did 
not  think  there  was  any  difficulty  in  re- 
ferring them  to  the  same  Committee,  one 
after  the  other,  the  Speaker  not  leaving 
the  chair  until  after  the  second  reference. 

Hon  Mr.  BtTREAU   said  the  proper 
way  was  to  refer  the  first  Bill,  and  the  hon. 
20 
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gentleman  from  De  Lanaudi^re  could,  in 
the  Committee,  substitute  his  own  Bill  or 
amend  the  other. 

The  House  then  went  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Bill  41,  Hon.  Mr.  Mac- 
farlane  in  the  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  the  Bill  was 
before  the  House  under  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances. The  hon  gentleman  from 
De  lianaudi^re  had  introduced  a  B^l  of 
a  similar  kind,  and  it  would  only  com- 
plicate the  law  by  having  two  acts  upon 
the  Statute  book  relating  to  the  same 
subject.  He  (Mr.  Bellerose)  had  there- 
fore proposed  a  Bill  which  would  repeal 
the  existing  law  and  place  a  new  act  on 
the  Statute  book,  such  as  they  thought 
was  desirable,  and  render  the  Bill  now 
before  the  Committee  unnecessary.  He 
(Mr.  Miller)  would  have  no  hesitation  in 
adopting  that  course,  but  he  had  not  ob- 
tained the  consent  of  the  promoter  of  the 
Bill,  in  the  other  House,  to  allow  it  to 
be  disposed  of  in  that  way.  His  objec- 
tion was  that  the  Bill  originating  in  this 
House  might  not  be  able  to  pass  through 
the  Commons  this  session,  and  the  law 
would  remain  in  its  present  unsatisfac- 
tory condition.  He  understood,  however, 
that  a  conversation  had  been  had  with 
the  leader  of  the  Government  in 
the  other  House,  and  he  had  undertaken 
to  say  that  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  getting  the  Bill  through  the  other 
House,  if  it  were  sent  down  from  the 
Senate  at  once.  He  (Mr.  Miller)  sug- 
gested that  this  Bill  should  be  allowed 
to  pass  through  Committee  and  stand  for 
third  reading ;  then,  if  there  was  a  pro- 
bability of  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  friend 
from  DeLanaudi^re  getting  through  the 
Lower  House  in  time,  this  one  could  be 
dropped. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  objected  to 
the  course  suggested  by  his.  hon.  friend. 
If  the  leader  of  the  Government  in  the 
Lower  House  had  stated  that  he  would 
see  that  his  (Mr.  Bellerose's)  Bill  would 
be  carried  through,  there  would  be  no 
danger  in  dropping  the  one  now  under 
consideration.  He  moved  that  Bill  L 
be  substituted  for  the  one  then  before 
the  Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  he  did  not 

think  that  one  bill  could  be  substituted 

for    another    in    the    Committee.      He 

doubted  if  there  was  any  precedent  for 

Hon,  Mr,  Bureau, 


it.  He  had  written  to  the  promoter  of 
the  Bni  that  morning,  informing  him  of 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  two 
Bills  were  before  the  House,  and  had 
told  him  that  unless  he  heard  from  him 
by  three  o'clock  he  would  drop  his  Bill. 
He  had  received  no  reply,  and  he  felt 
that  he  was  justified  in  dropping  it, 
under  the  circumstances.  He  would, 
therefore,  move  that  the  Committee  do 
rise. 

Hon.  Mr.   MACFARLANE  reported 
that  the  Committee  had  risen. 

The  report  was  adopted. 


OFFENCES    AGAINST  THE   PERSON 
PARTIAL   REPEAL  BILL. 

THIRD     READING. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  Bill  (L)  "To  repeal' the 
Act  intituled,  '  An  Act  to  provide  that 
pei'sons  charged  with  common  assault 
shall  be  competent  as  witnesses/  and  to 
amend  the  Act  intituled  *  An  Act  re- 
specting offences  against  the  person.' " 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER  reported  the 
Bill  from  the  Committee,  with  some 
amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  moved  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  thij 
Bill  was  read  the  third*  time  and  passed. 

BUILDING    SOCIETIES'    RELIEF     BILL. 
THIRD    READING. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called  for  resuming  the  adjourned  debate 
on  the  Hon.  Mr.  Brouse's  motion  at  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill  further  to  amend 
(Bill  F)  "  Building  Societies  and  Loan 
Companies'  Relief  Bill," 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  said:  Before  pro- 
ceeding to  make  some  remarks  on  the 
amendments  moved  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Prescott  (Dr.  Brouse)  I  shall  take 
the  opportunity  to  refer  to  some  state- 
ments made  by  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Quints  (Mr.  Read)  with  regard  to  a 
transaction  that  had  taken  place  between 
a  person  in  the  eastern  part  of  the  pro- 
vince and  the  Hamilton  Provident  and 
Loan  Society,  which,  I  think,  in  justice 
to  that  institution,  should  be  set  right 
before  this  hon.  House.     The  facts  of  the^ 
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case  are  merely  these :  In  September, 
1877,  a  loan  was  made  to  a  man  named 
Wigmore  of  $1,015,  and  the  solicitor's 
and  valuator's  fees  were  $19.  The  man 
paid  nothing  on  that  loan,  and,  finally, 
proceedings  were  taken,  and  repeated 
trips  were  made  by  the  inspector  to  en- 
deavor to  effect  a  sale  of  the  property. 
The  sale  took  place  in  October,  1879,  two 
years  and  a  month  after  the  loan  was  made. 
The  expenses  disbursed  by  the  Society 
amounted  to  $210,  making  in  all  $1,244, 
which  the  Society  had  to  pay  out.  They 
got  for  the  property  $  1 ,400,  though  not 
in  cash  ;  in  fact  it  has  not  been  paid  yet, 
and  it  is  doubtful  when  it  will  be  paid  ; 
but  they  have  a  promise  of  $1,400,  which 
left  $156  of  a  surplus  to  j^ay  interest, 
thereby  giving  the  Society,  on  their 
advance,  an  interest  of  7f  per  cent,  per 
annum — not  a  very  large  rate — certainly 
not  24  per  cent.,  as  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Quints  (Mr.  Read)  proclaimed  in 
his  stentorian  tones.  The  individual 
that  furnished  the  information  to  the 
hon.  Senator  was  a  person  who  had  a 
second  mortgage  on  the  property.  Ho 
did  not  come  forward  and  redeem  the 
property,  though  he  knew  it  was  about 
to  be  sold  ;  and  he  said  nothing  about  it 
imtil  the  whole  matter  was  closed, 
and  then,  I  suppose,  he  thought 
it  was  an  unfortunate  thing  that  he 
lost  his  money.  Moreover,  the  crops 
were  sold  for  the  benefit  of  the  purchaser, 
and  not  of  the  Society.  The  man  who 
bought  the  land  paid  $1,400,  and  got 
everything  that  was  on  the  place.  These 
are  the  plain  and  naked  facts.  I  regret 
to  have  to  allude  to  a  personal  matter 
like  this ;  but  the  next  time  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Quin+6  has  occasion  to  refer 
to  any  transaction  of  the  Hamilton 
Provident  and  Loan  Society,  I  would 
recommend  him  to  see  that  his  statements 
are  not  so  much  at  variance  with  the 
facts  as  they  are  in  this  case.  I  am 
sorry  to  observe  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  not  in  his  place ;  I  thought  he  was 
present  when  I  rose  to  speak.  That 
disposes  of  the  personal  question.  With 
regard  to  the  amendments  which  have 
been  moved  by  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Prescott,  I  would  remark  that,  when 
bailding  societies  were  established, 
which  was  in  1846,  they  had  a  very 
humble  oiigin.  They  were  more 
like  a  mutual  benefit  society,  to 
Han.  Mr.  Hope. 


which  all  the  members  contributed 
certain  sums,  and  then  paid  out  their 
respective  shares  when  they  matured. 
Under  such  a  primitive  organization, 
fines  were  absolutely  necessary ;  but 
building  societies  have  become  large  loan 
societies  now,  with  large  capitals,  and 
large  amounts  of  borrowed  capital  which 
they  work  upon,  and  they  have  outlived 
the  old  system  of  fines,  which  one  amend- 
ment now  proposed  is  intended  to  abolish^ 
I  think  it  is  a  very  ^  ise  pi*ovision  to  have 
them  abolished,  and  I  am  glad  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Dr.  Brouse)  has  made  a 
motion  to  that  effect.  There  ai-e  some 
other  amendments  that  be  has  moved 
which  are  in  the  right  direction.  Ther 
are  in  the  interest  of  every  fair-  dealing 
loan  society,  as  well  as  of  the  public  and 
the  borrower.  There  is  one  clause 
which,  I  think,  would  be  better  .left 
out,  that  is  the  compulsory  redemp- 
tion of  mortgages.  Before  sitting  down, 
I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  the  fact  that,  in  the* 
preamble  of  the  Bill,  it  is  stated  that 
there  is  a  difference  in  the  language  used 
in  the  forms  sent  out  by  the  Finance 
Minister,  as  compared  with  the  language 
of  the  Act  which  it  is  proposed  to  amend. 
I  see  that,  in  the  fifth  clause,  among  the 
particulars  which  the  societies  are  re- 
quired to  include  in  their  statements  are 
some  which  I  do  not  find  in  the  Statute. 
I  do  not  find  in  the  Act  that  they  have 
any  power  to  hypothecate  their  securities 
for  borrowed  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— Do  they  not 
issue  debentures  ] 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— They  borrow  on 
debentures. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— That  is  their 
security. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— The  only  security 
they  have  is  the  lien  on  the  assets  of  the 
society,  and  the  society  has  no  power  to 
assign  mortgages  for  borrowed  money. 
With  regard  to  another  clause,  follow- 
ifig  up  the  amendments  which  are 
likely  to  be  made  in  the  Bill,  I  think,  if 
the  Secretary  of  State  could  see  his  way 
to  make  an  alteration,  and  bring  the  Act 
into  force,  say  about  the  Ist  of  July,  it 
would  be  better.  This  clause,  affecting 
the  alteration  of  mortgages  should  not  go 
into  force  sooner,  because  the  societies 
will  hardly  have  sufficient  time  to  pre- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


308 


Building  Societies'  [SENATE.] 


neUefBill. 


pare  new  forms  and  be  ready  to  comply 
with  the  law  before  that  time.  If  tlie 
Bill  could  be  amended  to  provide  that 
this  Act  shall  go  into  effect  on  the  1st 
of  July,  I  think  it  would  be  well. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— There  is  no  ob- 
jection to  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  am  glad  that 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Prescott  has  pro- 
posed this  amendment  to  the  Bill  which 
is  now  before  the  House.  My  know- 
leclge  of  those  loan  societies  extends  back 
to  the  time  of  the  Trust  and  Loan 
Society  of  this  country,  which  was,  I  be- 
lieve, the  firat  that  did  business  upon  the 
piinciple  of  loaning  money  upon  mort- 
gages on  real  estate  at  8  per  cent, 
interest  In  the  course  of  m^  business 
I  was  called  upon  repeatedly  by  officers 
of  that  Company,  to  look  into  certain 
maiiters  connected  with  various  proper- 
ties upon  which  persons  wished  to  ob- 
tain loiins,  and  I  did  so  free  of  charge. 
They  had,  at  that  time,  no  agent  in  our 
part  of  the  country,  and,  where  I  could 
give  them  a  helping  hand,  I  was 
willing  to  do  so.  I  can  say  to 
the  honor  of  that  Company,  bo 
far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  I  never 
heard  that  they  treated  anybody  harshly 
who  had  received  money  from  them,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  that  in  every  instance 
they  gave  the  widest  latitude  that  could 
be  asked  for  before  proceeding  to  extreme 
measures.  But  that  has  not  been  my 
experience  with  reference  to  some  other 
societies,  although  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  other  societies,  except  to  know  that 
some  of  my  customers,  who  had  become 
involved  in  days  past,  had  placed  their 
properties  in  such  a  position  that,  if  they 
had  not  made  a  strike  at  the  time  of  the 
gold  excitement,  they  would  have  lost  a 
large  amount  of  money.  In  one  case 
that  I  know  of,  where  a  man  borrowed 
money  from  the  Provident  Loan  and 
Savings  Society,  he  had  to  pay  22  J  per 
cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— It  is  not  so.  You 
are  entirely  mistaken.  No  such  thing 
happened. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— The  hon.  gentle- 
roan  contradicts  me,  although  he  does  not 
know  anything  about  the  case.  I  have 
examined  the  matter  from  beginning  to 
end,  and  I  say  it  boldly,  that  the  parties 
bad  to  pay  at  the  rate  of  22^  per  cent. 
Hon.  Mr.  Hope. 


Hon.  Mr.  HOPE — It  never  happened. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  gentleman  was  con- 
nected with  the  Society  or  not  If  he 
was,  the  more  shame  for  him.  This  led 
me  in  every  instance  to  say  to  all  parties 
who  came  to  me  to  ask  where  to  look  for 
loans,  "  Go  to  the  old  societies.  I  know 
that  those  societies  have  been  very  care- 
ful, and,  while  they  have  made  some 
mistakes,  and  have  had  properties  fall  on 
their  hands,  they  deal  fairly."  I  am 
ready  to  back  up  the  assertion 
of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Quinte, 
(Mr.  Read),  and  say  that  I  know  of  a 
large  number  of  farms  in  Hastings 
County  that  have  been  abandoned  simply 
because  of  he&vy  claims  brought  against 
their  owners  by  those  societies.  The 
owners  knew  that  they  could  not  pay 
such  large  sums,  and,  rather  than  have 
their  personal  effects  sold  to  make  up  the 
difference  in  value,  if  there  was  any, 
they,  themselves,  sold  out  and  abandoned 
the  country.  Some  of  these  farms  have 
been  idle  ever  since,  and  others  have  been 
sold.  When  you  take  these  matters  into 
consideration  you  will  see  the  importance 
of  these  amendments.  There  can  be  no 
objection  on  the  part  of  the-  Secretary  of 
State  to  having  them  embodied  in  this 
Bill.  We  cannot  be  too  careful  of  the  rights 
of  borrowers,  for,  as  was  stated  yester- 
day, there  are  many  of  them  that  do  not 
understand  these  things.  Many  of  them 
cannot  read  or  write  and  they  are  obliged 
to  be  dependent  upon  those  from  whom 
they  obtain  loans  and  are  often  deceived- 
I  could  cite  many  cases,  but  I  do  not 
wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House 
unnecessarily.  I  am  very  glad  that  the 
hon.  Senatoi  from  Pi-escott  has  found  it 
his  duty  to  bring  forward  these  amend- 
ments, and  I  trust  tliat  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  allow  them  to  pass,  and  that, 
from  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill, 
these  fines,  foes  and  extras  will  be  done 
away  with,  and  justice  will  be  done  to 
the  poor  man  who  has  to  borrow 
money. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — ^I  only  came  into 
the  Chamber  a  few  moments  ago,  and 
was  then  informed  that  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Hamilton  (Mr.  Hope)  had  disputed 
the  statements  which  I  made  when  this 
subject  was  under  discussion  the  other 
day. 
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Hon.  Mr.  VI DAL— Explained  ;  not 
disputed. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— T  think  the  state- 
ment whicli  I  hold  in  my  hand  explains 
itself.  It  is  not  in  my  writing;  the 
words  are  not  mine ;  it  is  a  copy  of  the 
statement  sent  by  the  Secretary -Treasurer 
of  the  Company  itself.  I  will 
hand  it  to  anybody  who  wishes  to 
look  at  it,  and  ask  if  it  can  be 
disputed  that  it  is  the  account  of 
the  Company  itself.  The  amount  loaned 
was  $1,000,  and,  after  the  borrower  had 
the  money  fifteen  months  and  seventeen 
days,  his  farm  was  sold  for  $1,400,  leav- 
ing a  balance  still  due  to  the  Company 
of  $55.31,  which  was  afterwards  collected 
by  the  bailiflf  when  the  crop  was  reaped. 
That  is  the  plain  statement  of  the  Com- 
pany, yet  the  hon.  gentleman  attempts  to 
deny  it.  I  do  not  wonder  that  he*  is 
ashamed  of  it,  as  I  would  be  if  I  at- 
tempted to  defend  a  transaction  like  that, 
by  which  a  poor  man  is  depiived  of  his 
property.  Perhaps  I  will  be  told  that  he 
should  have  complained  to  the  Company. 
Little  lelief  he  would  get  when  gentle- 
men connected  with  it  could  defend  such 
a  transaction.  The  hon.  gentleman  de- 
nies the  correctness  of  this  statement,  but 
he  should  have  met  it  with  something 
more  than  a  bare  assertion.  I  do  think 
it  is  time  that  something  should  be  done 
in  this  direction.  And  now  I  should  like 
to  say  a  little  about  the  lawyer  s  costs  in 
this  case,  though  I  am  aware  that  it  is  a 
t.ender  subject.  I  am  told,  on  good  au- 
thority, that  there  was  no  ejectment  in 
this  instance,  yet  the  lawyer's  costs,  for 
selling  this  poor  man's  property,  amounted 
to  $210.09.  I  will  be  told,  "  He  should 
have  paid  it."  No  doubt  he  would  have 
paid  it  if  his  crop  had  not  failed.  The 
farmer  does  not  receive  his  returns  from 
his  farm  oftener  than  once  a  year,  and  fre- 
quently not  for  three  or  four  years,  yet, 
liecause  this  poor  man  could  not  meet 
this  payment,  he  was  thus  unmercifully 
treated.  The  lawyer's  costs,  selling  and 
commission,  as  I  have  said,  amounted  to 
$210.09.  T  daresay  that  also  will  be 
defended.  Lawyers  think  that  they 
never  can  get  too  much.  They  take— 
Shylocks  that  they  are — their  pound  of 
flesh.  I  never  heard  one  of  them  yet  say 
that  they  collect  too  much.  They  are 
called  gentlemen  when  they  charge  a  man 

for  something  that  they  do  not  earn. 

Hon,  Mr.  Read, 


Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Order  1    Order  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— What  I  say  is 
quite  correct.  If  a  grocer  charges  you 
for  two  pounds  of  butter  when  he  only 
gives  you  one  pound,  he  is  called  dis- 
honest ;  but  the  lawyer  who  charges  for 
something  that  he  never  did,  is  a  gentle- 
man, forsooth.  I  know  that  I  am  raising 
a  storm  about  my  ears,  but  I  say  it  is 
time  that  lawyers'  costs  were  attended  to 
by  Parliament.  They  have  no  politics 
when  their  interests  ai-e  at  stake.  If 
there  is  griist  for  their  mill,  there  is  no 
division  among  them.  They  come  down, 
to  the  committee  table  and  agree  nicely 
among  themselves  whenever  anything 
aflfecting  their  profession  is  before  Parlia- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  do  not  get  up 
to  defend  the  profession  of  which  I  am 
a  very  humble  member,  from  the  attack 
that  has  just  now  been  made  upon  it. 
I  do  not  think  that  an  assault  like  that 
is  likely  to  do  us  a  great  deal  of  injury,  ^ 
or  will  trouble  any  one  of  U3  ;  but  I  rise 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
want  of  accuracy  again  in  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down.  The  item  of  $210,  is  not  for 
lawyer's  costs  alone,  but  is  for  costs  of 
selling,  commission,  solicitor's  fees,  etc., 
four  items  altogether,  and  probably  the 
lawyer's  fees  is  the  smallest  of  the  four. 
I  suppose  the  expenses  of  the  sale  form 
the  larger  portion  of  the  $210,  and,  with 
his  usual  accuracy,  my  hon.  friend  de- 
nounces the  lawyers  for  having  taken  the 
whole  of  this  money.  We  do  not  know 
what  litigation  there  may  have  been  in 
connection  with  this  ntatter.  There  may 
not  have  been  an  action  of  ejectment,  but 
there  may  have  been  a  suit  in  foreclosure, 
and,  if  so,  I  know  that  the  ordinary 
costs  of  foreclosure  in  my  province  are 
$100.  But,  whether  there  was  or  was  not, 
it  is  clear  that  other  items  besides 
lawyer's  costs  have  been  included  in 
this  statement.  My  hon.  friend  told  the 
House  that  he  had  the  statement  of  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Hamilton  Provident  and 
Loan  Society.  He  has  nothing  of  the 
kind.  He  has  what  happens  to  be  a 
copy  of  a  statement  not  verified  in  any 
way. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— That  is  aU. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  underatood 
my  hon.  friend  to  say  that  he  had  the 
original  paper  of  the  treasurer. 
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Hon.  Mr.  READ— No  ;  I  did  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— This  document 
may  be  falsified  in  every  item,  but  I 
do  not  say  it  is  so.  To  make  such  a 
charge  as  the  bon.  gentleman  has  made 
on  a  copy  of  a  paper  is  a  thing  that  no 
prudent  man  would  attempt  to  do  here 
or  elsewhere,  and  my  hon.  fiiend  has 
placed  himself  in  a  very  unfortunate 
position,  when  he  obliges  me  to  shew 
that  it  is  not  an  original  paper. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Isit  certified  at 

ain 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — Not  in  anyway. 
That  my  hon.  friend  should  make  such  an 
attack  as  he  has  made  on  the  Company, 
founded  on  such  a  paper,  is  very  surpris- 
ing to  me.  I  am  sure  there  was  not  a 
member  who  heard  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  did  not  believe  he  had  the  original 
paper  in  his  hands,  signed  by  the  Trea- 
surer of  the  Provident  and  Loan  Society. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  be  kind  enough  tu  read  it  as 
I  read  it  ?  It  begins  "  Copy  of  a  state- 
ment," etc. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— My  hon.  friend 
said  that  it  was  a  statement  by  the 
Secretary-Treasurer  of  the  Hamilton 
Provident  and  Loan  Society.  It  is  not 
an  original  paper  at  all,  and  what  I  find 
fault  with  is  that  he  should  attempt  to 
lead  the  House  to  believe  that  it  was 
oiiginal,  when  it  was  not.  I  do  not  say 
that  it  is  a  falsified  statement,  but  it 
might  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— Perhaps  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Belleville  (Mr.  Read) 
would  state  to  the  House,  for  its  infor- 
mation, the  amount  of  interest  that  that 
Society  agreed  to  receive,  provided  the 
instalments  were  properly  paid  up  accord- 
ing to  agreement.  Then,  perhaps,  we 
would  be  better  able  to  judge  whether 
the  Society  was  acting  fairly  towards  this 
borrower  or  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — According  to  this 
statement,  the  borrower  was  to  pay  13 
per  cent.  I  have  not  made  it  up,  but 
you  will  see  that  he  borrowed  $1,000 
and  agreed  to  pay  $131.37  for  fifteen 
years.  For  the  first  year,  at  least,  he 
had  to  pay  13  per  cent. 

Hon.  Mr.    GIBBS— The   instalments 
are  all  of  the  same  amount. 
Hon,  Mr,  Miller, 


Hon.  Mr.  READ— It  is  a  little  too 
much  to  expect  me  to  make  a  calculation 
here  of  what  that  interest  would  be  ;  but 
what  I  have  stated  is  this  :  that  of  the 
8455.31,  which  this  man  was  made  to 
pay  after  he  had  bad  the  $1,000  fifteen 
months  and  seventeen  days,  no  less  than 
$245  was  interest. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS— I  do  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  defending  any  action  of 
any  loan  society  such  as  some  hon.  gen- 
tlemen who  have  addressed  the  House 
have  described.  That  some  improper 
things  have  been  done  by  such  societies 
will  not  be  denied,  but  the  facts  eluci- 
dated to-day  will  shew  that  gross  exag- 
gerations have  been  indulged  in  by  mem- 
bers addressing  the  House.  The  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  says 
that  the  borrower  to  whom  he  has  al- 
luded, paid  for  a  number  of  years 
$131.67  per  annum. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — He  never  paid 
anything. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS— That  is  where  the 
tremble  begins  and  ends.  He  never  paid 
anything,  and,  because  proceedings  were 
taken  to  enforce  payment  upon  what  he 
had  agreed  to  pay,  he  subjected  himself 
to  costs  which  he  need  not  have  incur- 
red. But  what  I  complain  of  is  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  made  a  statement  cal- 
culated to  mislead  the  House.  I  do  not 
think  that  he  would  do  it  purposely,  but  he 
has  said  that  a  certain  borrower  obtained  ^ 
the  sum  of  $1,000  from  the  Building 
Society,  and  agreed  to  pay  therefor 
$131.67  for  fifteen  consecutive  years, 
that  the  piincipal  was  paying  during  that 
whole  period,  some  13  per  cent,  per 
annum. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — I  did  not  say  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS— I  undei-stood  him 
to  say  so,  but  I  think  he  saw  the  point 
that  I  was  &:oing  to  make,  and  withdrew 
the  statement,  to  some  extent.  If  I  did 
not  misappi'ehend  him,  his  intention  was 
to  convey  to  the  House  that  the  borrow- 
er had  been  paying  the  Company  13 
per  cent,  per  annum.  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  if  the  amount  that  was  to  be 
paid  annually  for  fifteen  consecutive 
years  did  not  extinguish  the  capital  as 
well  as  the  interest  upon  it  ?  I  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  saying  this:  that  borrowers 
frequently  go  to  those  societies,  and  have 
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xhe  option  of  either  borrowing  at  build- 
ing society  rates,  or  on  the  straight 
loan  plan.  It  is  frequently  an  advant- 
age to  the  borrower  to  take  the  money 
at  building  societies'  rates,  that  he  may 
be  able  to  pay  off,  in  a  series  of  yeara,  the 
amount  of  money  which  he  desires  to  bor- 
row. II  frequently  happens  that,  if  he 
bad  to  borrow  a  sum  of  money  pay- 
able in  two  or  three  years,  he  would 
be  unable  to  obtain  the  amount  he  de 
sired,  and  would  be  unable  to  pay  it  at 
maturity.  I  Jo  not  sympathise  alto- 
gether with  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
isays  that  many  borrowera  do  not  know 
what  they  ai'e  about  when  they  obtain 
these  loOtiis  ;  that  they  are  frequenty  im- 
posed upon.  I  have  no  doubt  that,  with 
the  amendments  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Prescott,  any  recurrence 
of  such  evils  will  be  prevented.  I  think 
they  are  in  the  right  direction,  and  I 
desire  that  every  borrower  should  know 
exactly  what  he  is  paying.  Every  loan 
society  should  state  clearly  and  unmis- 
takably to  the  borrower  what  i-ate  of 
interest  he  is  paying.  I  do  not  believe 
thei*e  is  any  respectable  society  doing 
business  in  Ontaiio  to-day  that  would 
object  to  the  amendments  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman desires  to  attach  to  this  Bill. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  believe  that  these 
amendments  will  remove  a  gi'eat  many 
prejudices  against  these  societies.  I  was 
glad,  therefore,  when  the  hon.  gentle- 
man moved  them,  and  I  hope  they  will 
be  incorporated  in  the  Bill.  It  will 
enable  every  borrower  to  ascertain  ex- 
actly what  he  is  to  pay,  and,  in  the  end, 
benefit  the  building  societies  themselves. 
As  one  connected  with  such  institutions, 
and  doing  business,  I  believe,  in  a  fair, 
straight-forward  and  honorable  way,  I 
felt  called  upon  to  make  these  obser- 
vations, and  I  have  done  so  without  any 
desire  to  cover  up  any  transactions,  such 
iis  have  been  alluded  to  to-day,  and  which, 
1  believe,  on  examination,  will  be  found 
to  have  been  greatly  exaggerated. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— The  hon.  Sena- 
tor who  seconded  the  amendments  intro- 
duced by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Prescott, 
stated  that  he  had  always  been  a  Pro- 
tectionist, and  opposed  free  tmde,  and 
that  he  approved  of  these  resolutions 
because  he  believed  they  were  in  the 
direction  of  protecting  the  farmers.  If 
any  legislation  would  have  the  effect  of 
Uon.  Mr.  Gibha, 


protecting  people  against  their  own 
improvidence  and  want  of  frugality  and 
economy,  I  am  sure  that  every  one  of  us 
would  do  our  best  to  promote  legislation 
of  such  a  character  ;  but  I  am  afraid 
that  it  would  take  a  great  deal  more 
than  we  can  effect  by  all  the  laws  we  are 
ever  likely  to  pass  here,  to  bring  about 
such  desirable  results.  I  listened 
with  a  gi'eat  deal  of  interest  to 
the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
Senator  fixjm  Prescott,  in  reference 
to  the  efforts  that  were  made,  and  the 
inducements  held  out,  by  the  agents  of 
vaiious  loan  compaides  to  i)ersuade  par- 
ties throughout  the  country  to  be:,ome 
borrowers,  and  I  very  heartily  sympa- 
thise with  much  that  he  said.  There  is 
no  doubt,  and  I  think  that  every  Cana- 
dian must  feel,  that  it  is  a  very  great 
misfortune  that  the  community  gener- 
ally, and  our  farmers  more  especially, 
have  become  borrowers  to  such  an  extent 
during  the  last  few  years.  T  think  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  might  have  drawn 
even  a  more  moving  picture  than  he  did, 
if,  in  addition  to  his  description  of  those 
silvery-tongued  gentlemen  going  about 
so  busily,  and  trying  their  powers  of  per- 
suasion, not  only  upon  the  farmers,  but 
even  upon  the  farmers'  wives,  to  induce 
their  husbands  to  become  borrowere,  if 
he  could  also  have  exhibited  a  map  of 
some  of  our  counties  or  townships  with 
all  the  lots  on  which  mortgages  were 
held,  separately  marked.  I  think  that 
would  have  been  as  striking  an 
appeal  as  he  could  have  made  to 
the  House,  and  would  have  re- 
vealed a  state  of  things  that  we 
must  all  heartily  deplore.  But  I  do 
not  think  that  the  loan  companies  can  all 
justly  be  held  accountable  for  this  state 
of  things  any  more  than  they  can  be 
held  responsible  for  some  of  the  individual 
cases  of  harshness  in  the  treatment  of 
borrowera  mentioned  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man. It  is  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  centuiy 
since  the  older  building  societies  com- 
menced business  under  the  present 
system  in  Ontario.  They  introduced,  for 
the  first  time,  the  principle  of  the  sinking 
fund  for  the  repayment  of  loans  paying 
back  the  principal  by  instalments  along 
with  the  interest.  Now,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  effect  of  the  organization 
of  these  societies  and  their  mode  of  loan- 
ing  money   was,  in   the   first  place,   to 
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bring  down  the  rate  of  interest ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  to  cflFer  a  safer  and 
better  mode  of  repayment  of  their  loans  to 
borrowei-s.  Many  of  us  here  can  remem- 
ber the  time  when  moi^ey  was  not  to  be 
had  except  at  high  rates  fi-om  private 
lenders,  and  where,  in  the  case  of  farmers 
especially,  the  most  usurious  rate  of 
interest  was  charged  by  one  farmer  lend- 
ing money  to  another.  Happily  that 
state  of  things  has  been  done  away  with,  to 
a  gi-eat  extent ;  but  it  has  been  mainly  due 
to  XhQ  organization  of  these  societies 
and  the  introduction  by  them  of 
large  amounts  of  money  into  this  coun- 
try, that  this  reduction  in  the  rate  of 
interest  has  been  brought  about.  The 
second  point,  and  which  has  been  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  imme- 
diately preceded  me  is  this :  As  a 
geneml  rule,  outside  of  the  business  men 
in  towns  and  cities,  parties  who  borrow 
money  in  the  country — I  am  speaking 
more  especially  of  the  farming  class — are 
very  often  unprepared  or  unable,  without 
groat  difficulty,  to  pay  up  the  principal 
in  a  lump  sum  at  the  end  of  the  term 
for  which  it  has  been  borrowed,  and  to 
them,  in  many  instances,  the  sinking 
fund  system  has  been  an  immense  boon. 
By  this  mode  of  repayment  of  i)rincipal 
and  interest  together  in  small  instal- 
ments, they  have  been  enabled  to  meet 
their  engagements  without  difficulty,  and 
Avithout  having  to  look  forward  to  being 
obliged  to  raise  the  large  sum  required 
to  redeem  the  principal  at  the  end  of  the 
term,  as  in  the  ordinary  straight  loan. 
Many  a  farmer  has,  in  Uiis  way,  been 
enabled  to  carry  out  extensive  and  much- 
needed  improvements  upon  his  farm — or 
to  add  to  his  holding  by  the  purchase  of 
new  land,  or  to  secure,  on  favorable 
terms,  farms  for  his  sons,  whom  he  wished 
to  settle  in  the  world.  Again,  the 
system  of  loaning  money  and  the  facili- 
ties offered  by  these  societies  have  been 
a  very  great  advantage,  not  only  to  the 
farming  community,  but  to  other  classes, 
as  well,  in  cities  and  towns,  as  in  the 
country,  and  I  can  speak  from  my  own  ex- 
l>erience  when  I  say  that  I  know  of 
numl>ers  of  persons  who  have  acquired 
comfortable  homes  for  themselves  by  the 
aid  of  these  very  building  soqjleties,  but 
who,  without  the  facilities  thus  afforded 
them,  could  not  possibly  have  done 
so.  They  borrowed  on  the  sink- 
Hon»  Mr.  AUan, 


ing  fund  principle,  and  paid  back  the 
loan  by  monthly  or  quarterly  instal- 
ments, and  it  not  only  made  it  much 
easier  for  them  to  meet  their  engage- 
ments in  that  way,  but  more  tlian  that 
— it  enforced  upon  them  habits  of  punctu- 
ality and  Inigality.  They  knew  that 
they  had  to  meet  those  instalments 
monthly,  quarterly  or  half-yearly,  as  the 
case  might  be,  and  calculated  their  in- 
comings and  outgoings  accordingly,  and,, 
in  the  end,,  it  secured  for  them  comfort- 
able homes,  paid  for  and  free  of  any  in- 
cumbi^ance,  which  they  could  not  have 
secured  for  many  a  year  if  the  only 
means  open  to  them  had  been  borrowing 
in  the  usual  way,  or  waiting  until  they 
could  provide  the  means  themselves 
without  any  assistance.  Now,  as  to  the 
abuses  complained  of  by  my  hon.f riend  from 
Prescott,  in  soliciting  parties  to  become 
borrowers,  the  fact  that  these  older 
societies  had  all  been  very  successful 
led  to  the  organization  of  new  companies 
for  going  into  the  same  business,  and 
they  have  been  multiplied  to  a  very  gi'eat 
extent  lately  in  Ontario.  The  result  has 
been  keen  competition  for  business, 
and,  while  that  very  competition  has 
assisted,  to  a  great  extent,  in  gradually 
bringing  down,  and  keeping  down,  the 
rate  of  interest,  it  has  also  intro- 
duced those  very  evils  to  which  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Prescott  alluded  so  feeling- 
ly the  other  day.  It  has  led  to  a  system 
in  many  parts  of  the  country  of  soliciting 
for  loans  and  inducing  parties  to  become 
bori'owers,  by  the  tempting  nature  of  the 
representations  made  to  them,  who  ought 
never  to  have  borrowed  money  at  all. 
Many  a  man  has  doubtless  thus  been 
induced  to  borrow  money  for  wants 
which  were  either  artificial  or  could  have 
been  supplied  by  a  little  more  persever- 
ance, a  little  more  frugality  and  economy 
on  his  own  part.  But,  while  we  must  all 
regret  such  cases  as  I  have  alluded  to, 
and  while,  doubtless,  among  the  number 
of  companies  now  doing  business  through- 
out the  country,  individual  cases  of  hard- 
ship, in  their  relations  with  their  borrow- 
ers, will  occasionally  occur,  I  am  quite 
sure  that  what  has  been  said  now  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  opposite  will  be  admitted 
by  the  House  to  be  perfectly  true  with 
regard  to  the  large  number  of  associations 
and  companies  of  this  kind  carrying  on 
business  in  Ontaiio — that  their  business. 
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has  been  fairly  and  le<;ptimately  carried 
on,  and  in  a  spirit  of  liberality  and  per- 
fect fairness  towards  their  borrowers,  and, 
in  such  cases,  they  have  certainly  nothing 
to  fear  from  the  utmost  publicity.  I  can, 
therefore,  say  that  these  societies  will 
have  no  objections  to  the  amendments 
proposed  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Pi'escott,  and  which,  I  understand, 
the  Secretary  of  State  intends, 
with  some  small  alterations  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Dr.  Brouse) 
accepts,  to  incorporate  in  his  own  Bill. 
I  think  anything  that  we  can  do  which 
shall  enable  these  companies  to  shew 
that  they  ai-e  carrying  on  their  business 
in  a  legitimate  manner — without  any 
desire  to  mislead  i)eople,  and  that  they 
are  perfectly  willing  to  give  to  these 
borrowers  every  opportunity  of  knowing 
exactly  what  the  nature  of  their  engage- 
ments are  when  they  enter  into  those 
agreements — we  are  bound  to  do  ;  and  I 
think  that  any  move  in  that  direction  is 
a  right  one.  I  shall  be  very  glad,  there- 
fore, to  see  those  amendments  added  to 
the  Bill.  Before  concluding,  T  desire  to 
say  a  few  words  in  reply  to  a  remark 
which  fell  from  my  hon.  friend  from 
Belleville  (Mr.  Read),* who  I  wish  was 
in  his  place.  1  do  not  know  whether  he 
so  intended  it,  but  it  struck  me  at  the 
time  that  there  was  something  in  the 
tone  of  his  closing  remarks,  the  other  day, 
which  would  lead  us  to  infer  from  them 
that  he  thought  that  the  intei*ests  of  the 
farmer,  and  of  the  people  generally 
would  be  more  likely  to  receive  attention 
at  the  hands  of  the  people's  representa- 
tives in  the  other  House  than  here,  in 
the  case  of  such  legislation  as  that  now 
under  consideration. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— That  is  what  I  did 
say. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— I  do  not  think 
that  it  is  a  fair  thing  to  say  of  this  House. 
I  do  not  think  the  members  of  this 
House  have  ever  shewn  themselves  indif- 
ferent to  the  lights  or  well-being  of  any 
class  of  their  fellow-subjects.  I  do  not 
think  that,  because  it  haf)pens  there 
are  in  this  Chamber  gentlemen  who 
are  in  connection  with  the  banking 
or  other  monetary  institutions  of 
the  country,  that  they  look  only  to  the 
special  interests  with  which  they  may 
happen  to  be  individually  connected, 
Hon,  Mr.  Allan, 


or  are  in  any  way  wanting  in  considei'a- 
tion  for  the  interests  or  the  welfare  and 
well-being  of  the  community  at  large. 
I  hope  that  we  shall  never  deserve  that 
character,  but  that  we  shall  always  prove 
ourselves  quite  as  ready  as  the  members 
of  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature  to 
do  all  that  lies  in  our  power  for  the  wel- 
fare of  the  whole  community. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  think  it  is  to  be 
regretted,  both  on  our  own  account  and 
on  account  of  the  hon.  Senator  for  Quinte 
(Mr.  Read)  that  he  was  not  in  his  place 
at  the  time  the  hon.  member  from 
Hamilton  (Mr.  Hope)  made  '  his  ex- 
planatory remarks.  It  would  have  saved 
the  House  considerable  time,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Read)  a  great 
expenditure  of  his  strength  had  he  been 
hero,  but  he  comes  into  the  House  and 
vigorously  attacks  what  really  does  not 
exist.  He  sets  up  a  man  of  straw  and 
belabors  it  most  manfully.  Had  he  been 
here  he  would  have  found  that  the 
accuracy  of  these  statements  that  he  read 
to  the  House  was  not  challenged  in  any 
respect.  It  was  simply  his  own  deduc- 
tions from  them  which  were  contradicted 
and  shewn  to  be  inaccurate,  and  I  think 
it  has  already  been  proved  to  us  that  he 
has  not  been  suflSciently  guarded  as  to 
having  full  authority  for  the  statements 
he  has  given  to  the  House.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks^ 
that,  because  he  has  strong  lungs  and  a 
sonorous  voice,  and  makes  strong  asser- 
tionS)  that  he  is  going  to  carry  the  Houpe 
with  him  by  the  power  of  his  eloquence. 
If  he  does,  he  is  decidedly  mistaken. 
This  Hoase  is  not  to  be  swayed  by  the 
arts  of  oratory.  Calmly  and  deliberately 
they  will  look  into  the  merits  of  each 
case  presented  to  them,  and  will  not  be 
swayed  in  judgment  by  the  plaintive 
appeals  on  the  part  of  one  gentle- 
man or  the  vehement  denunciatory 
speeches  on  the  part  of  another.  1  think 
a  great  deal  has  been  said  very  unwisely 
in  connection  with  the  resolutions  now 
before  u€k  While,  in  sentiment,  I  agreO 
with  the  hon.  Senator  from  Prescott,  and 
approve  the  object  of  the  movement 
he  is  making  in  proposing  these  amend- 
ments as  improvements  to  the  Bill,  I  cer- 
tainly differ  from  him  very  widely  as  to 
the  probable  benefits  he  thinks  likely  to 
Qdw  from  them*     I  do  not  believe  that  it 
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is  possible,  by  any  legislative  enactments, 
to  make  an  improvident  man  provident, 
a  careless  man  careful,  or  a  lazy  man  in- 
dustrious, nor  do  I  believe  that  our  legis- 
lation, however  well  designed  and  care- 
fully worded,  will  have  any  perceptible 
effect  in  regulating  the  traffic  in  money 
in  our  country.  We  might  just  as  well 
try  to  fix  a  price  upon  every  bushel  of 
wheat  sold  in  the  Dominion,  and  say  that 
.a  man  will  not  be  allowed  to  sell  it  at  any 
other  figure.  Money,  like  everything 
€lse,  will  find  its  market  value,  and  when, 
as  we  have  been  told  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Prescott,  there  are  already  thirty  or 
forty  loan  companies  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  is  there  not  in  that  fact  a  guar- 
antee that  competition  will  keep  money 
at  its  right  value]  With  sjch  competi- 
tion, is  it  not  impossible  that  such  usury 
and  oppression  could  continue  as  have 
been  insinuated  against  some  of  those 
companies  ]  It  is  not  the  interest  of  loan 
societies  to  oppress  anybody,  and,  so  far  as 
my  acquaintance  with  them  has  extended, 
it  is  their  constant  practice  to  exercise 
the  greatest  leniency  in  dealing  with  de- 
liquent  borrowers,  and  not  to  resort  to 
extreme  measures  until  they  are  absolu- 
tely compelled  to  do  so.  I  have  to 
thank  the  hon.  Senator  from  Prescott 
for  the  gratuitous  advertisement  that  he 
gave  of  the  company  with  which  I  am 
connected,  not,  however,  as  manager,  but 
simply  as  its  president.  But,  lest  my 
-hon.  friend's  statement  o!;  extraordinary 
profits  should  induce  any  gentleman  to 
wish  to  become  stockholders  in  that  com- 
pany, I  must  guard  them  from  being  de- 
ceived by  saying  that  it  is  without 
foundation.  He,  like  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Belleville,  has  been  incorrect  in  his 
statement,  through  imperfect  informa- 
tion. I  am  quite  aware  that  he  would 
not,  intentionally,  misrepresent  me  or  the 
company  with  which  I  am  connected, 
but  he  said  that :  "  The  Company  boast- 
ed of  having  made  a  clear  profit  of  from 
-25  to  28  per  cent,  in  a  year,  although 
they  professed  to  charge  the  poor  farmer 
only  8  per  cent,  on  the  straight  loan 
plan."  Both  of  these  statements,  I  assure 
the  hon.  gentleman,  ai*e  inaccurate.  No 
gentleman  connected  with  the  Society  has 
ever  made  that  boast. 

Eon.  Dr.  BROUSE— -Will   the  hon. 
gentleman   tell   us   what   their    highest 
profit  has  been  in  a  year  J 
Hon.  Mr,  VidaL 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — J  am  not  going 
to  be  put  off  my  track  by  that  question. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  this  Com- 
pany boasts  of  having  made  this  large 
profit.  I  say  that  the  Company  has  never 
made  that  boast. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Has  it  made  the 
profit? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — No  ;  nor  anything 
nearly  resembling  it  ;  but,  because  that 
statement  was  made  in  a  plainly  adverse 
criticism  upon  the  Company  which  ap- 
peared in  a  certain  newspaper,  he 
accepts  it  as  true  without  inquiry, 
although,  had  he  looked  into  that  paper 
two  weeks  afterwards,  he  would  have 
seen  an  editorial  explanation  that  the 
statement  was  made  under  a  misappre- 
hension of  the  facts.  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  not  a 
single  doUai*  has  been  charged 
by  the  Company  on  any  loan 
beyond  the  ampunt  set  forth  on  the 
printed  table  of  rates  furnished  to  the 
men  who  borrowed  from  it,  nor,  as  far 
as  I  know,  has  there  been  a  dollar  im- 
]K)sed  in  the  way  of  these  obnoxious 
fines.  Hon.  gentlemen  must  not  sup- 
pose that  large  dividends  have  been  paid. 
The  Company  has  declared  eight  per 
cent,  per  annum  dividends. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE— How  much  has 
been  added  to  the  reserve  ] 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — There  has  been 
a  very  satisfactory  profit  made  by  careful 
and  economical  management,  by  reducing 
the  expenses  of  management  to  a  limit 
that  no  other  loan  company  has  reached, 
in  its  infancy.  By  dispensing  with  a 
general  manager,  we  have  saved,  I 
presume,  about  $3,000  of  salary,  and 
carried  it  to  the  reserve  fund.  That 
is  the  kind  of  management  by  which  the 
Company  that  I  am  connected  with  has 
done  so  well,  byt  not  so  extravagantly 
well  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated. 
Now,  I  would  remark,  with  reference  to 
this  evil  which,  it  is  asserted,  prevails  in 
our  land,  that  it  is  a  very  remarkable 
thing,  ii  it  does  so  prevail,that  not  a  single 
petition  on  the  subject  has  been  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.  Has  a  single  one 
of  these  poor,  oppressed  fellow-subjects 
of  oui  s  come  here  and  asked  for  pro- 
tection ?  Not  one.  Where  then  does 
all  this  ostentatious  sympathy  spring 
fromi      Do    the     hon.    Senators    fix>m 
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Prescot>i  and  Qulnte  suppose  that 
they  have,  within  their  two  sonls, 
all  the  generosity,  sympathy  and  com- 
passion for  the  poor,  and  the  desire  to  do 
them  justice  ?  If  so,  I  can  assure  them 
that  they  are  very  much  mistaken ;  that 
there  are  67  other  hon.  gentlemen  here  who 
are  animated  by  the  same  good  motives 
and  desires,  and  who  act  upon,  I  think, 
even  a  more  righteous  principle  than  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Prescott  has  an- 
nounced. He  says  that  "the  interests 
of  the  poor  man  should  be  held  as  sacred 
as  those  of  the  rich  man,  or  even  tnore 
7io''  I  take  higher  ground.  I  say  that, 
in  our  legislation,  rich  and  poor  stand  on 
the  same  level,  and  I  do  not  see  that  we 
should  legislate  for  either  in  preference 
to  the  other.  I  must  say  that  I  suspect 
there  is  a  tendency  in  this  legislation  to 
ignore  the  rights  of  the  mortgagee,  while 
carefully  endeavoring  to  protect  those  of 
the  mortgagor.  My  hon.  friend  (Dr. 
Brouse)  made  an  assertion — the  accuracy 
of  which  I  ventiu'e,  in  part,  to  dispute — 
as  to  the  great  wrong  done  to  the  bor- 
rowers under  the  sinking  fund  system  of 
repayment — that  he  was  compelled  to 
pay  the  total  amount  of  intei^est  for  the 
full  period  of  the  loan  if  he  failed  in 
Lis  first  payment.  He  m<»y  Le  sued  for 
it,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  says  there 
has  been  a  decision  in  our  courts 
in  favor  of  such  a  claim.  If  so, 
I  have  not  seen  it ;  but  I  do  know 
that,  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  where  I  was 
trustee,  guarding  the  interests  of  another 
person,  in  a  suit  in  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
judgment  was  given  simply  for  the 
amount  of  the  loan,  with  costs  and  inte- 
I'est  upon  it  up  to,  but  not  for  a  single 
day  beyond,  the  time  that  judgment  was 
given. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE— Was  it  on  an 
annual  payment  1 

Hon.  IVJ  r.  VID AL— Yes.  The  amount 
sued  for  was  somewhere  about  $29,000, 
and  the  Court  allowed  about  $19,000, 
shewing  that  the  rights  of  the  individual 
are  protected,  at  all  events  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery.  I  cannot  speak  of  other 
courts. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Was  thata 
recent  decision  ] 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Quite  recent; 
within  the  last  two  or  three  years.  The 
hon.  gentleman  (Dr.  Brouse)  has  also 
Hon.  Mr.  VidaL 


used  as  an  argument  the  alleged  innocence, 
or  rabher  ignorance,  of  the  farmers  dwell- 
ing in  the  section  of  the  country  with 
which  he  is  familiar.  From  intimate 
knowledge  of  those  living  in  the  part  of 
the  Province  in  which  I  have  the  happi- 
ness to  reside,  I  cannot  appreciate  this  ; 
for,  when  I  go  amongst  the  farmers  and 
others  borrowing  from  the  Society 
with  which  I  am  connected,  I  find 
them  just  as  keen  and  clever  in  money 
matters  as  I  am  myself.  I  think,  as  a  class, 
in  our  section  of  the  country,  at  all 
events,  they  are  just  as  well  able  to  take 
care  of  their  own  interests  as  anyone  else. 
Now,  the  hon.  gentle oian  from  Belle- 
vOle  thinks  he  has  made  a  point  in 
actual  figures.  I  wish  to  give  him  a  few 
figures  to  digest — just  the  figures  that  he 
has  given  to  us,  only  difterently  armnged. 
He  says  that  this  man  borrows  $1,000, 
for  which  he  has  to  pay  $131.37  per 
annum  for  fifteen  years,  and  he  asserted 
that  the  rate  of  interest  that  the  bor- 
rower would  have  to  pay  was  13  per 
cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — T  said  plainly  to 
the  House  that  I  had  not  made  up  the 
calculation  for  the  whole  time,  but  that 
the  borrower  had  to  pay  $245.22  inter- 
est for  the  use  of  $1,000  for  fifteen 
months  and  seventeen  days. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— That  is  quite 
apart  from  the  ai'gument.  The  impres- 
sion which  the  hon.  gentleman  sought  to 
create  was  that  the  borrower  had  to  pay 
13  per  cent,  interest.  Khe  paid  $131.37 
a  year  for  fifteen  yeara,  he  would,  at  the 
end  of  the  term,  have  paid,  in  all,  prin- 
cipal and  interest,  $1,970.50.  Had  he 
borrowed  the  same  amount  at  8  per  cent, 
he  would  have  paid  $80  a  year,  or 
$1,200  for  interest  in  the  fifteen  years, 
and  then,  in  addition,  the  $1,000  prin- 
cipal, or  $2,200,  instead  of  $1,970.50. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Are  you 
allowing  him  interest  on  the  instalments 
as  he  pays  them  1 

Hon.  Mr.  YIDAL— No ;  I  was 
just  coming  to  that.  I  am  merely 
mentioning  the  actual  cash  he  would 
have  to  pay,  and,  on  that  calcula- 
tion, I  am  going  to  shew  the  equitable 
plan  on  which  this  sinking  fund  system 
is  really  based,  and  that  it  is  not  the 
oppressive  and  extortionate  thing  that  it 
is  said  to  be.    Calculating  the  interest  on 
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the  boiTOwed  money  at  eight  i>er  cent, 
the  man  would  pay,  the  firat  year,  $80 
interest,  and  the  balance,  S')l.37,  would 
be  on  account  of  the  pi-incipal.  It  is 
not  actually  credited  as  payment,  but  is 
considered  so  in  onler  to  make  the  cal- 
culations. That  mpney  and  all  similar 
subsequent  yearly  payments  are  allowed 
to  remain  as  a  sinking  fund,  and  interest, 
at  the  rate  of  six  per  cent.,  is  computed 
upon  and  added  to  it.  The  only  difference 
is  botween  the  two  rates  of  interest — six 
and  eight  per  cent.  If  thei'e  is  anything 
outrageous  or  extortionate  in  that,  it  is 
very  strange  that,  with  a  free  and  intelli- 
gent press  in  all  parts  of  the  Province, 
it  has  not  been  denounced  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land  The 
fact  is,  these  companies  have  been  a  bene- 
fit to  the  country,  and,  although  it  may 
be  tl  at  very  large  profits  have  been  made 
by  some  of  those  associations,  the  people 
desire  to  have  them.  I  have  already 
said  that  I  do  not  at  all  demur  to  the 
proposals  which  my  hon.  friend  from 
Prescott  has  made,  because  there  is  really 
nothing  in  them  that  a  company,  doing  a 
fair  and  0[>en  business,  can  have  any 
objection  to ;  but  I  do  not  think  that 
they  should  have  come  into  a  bill  which 
is  simply  intended  to  rectify  an  error  in 
forms  of  returns.  However,  since  the 
framer  of  the  Bill  does  not  demur  to  the 
amendments,  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to 
raise  aa  objection.  I  think,  also,  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  (Dr.  Brouse),  in  pro- 
posing that  these  companies  shall  mark 
across  the  face  of  each  mortgage  the  rate 
at  which  the  money  is  loaned,  is  impos- 
ing a  duty  which  will  be  really  difl&cult 
to  enforce,  the  rate  is  dependent  upon  so 
many  contingencies  of  times  of  payment. 
I  have  myself  sat  down  to  calculate  the 
value  of  a  mortgage,  with  an  actuary 
sitting  on  the  other  side  of  the  table  en- 
gaged at  the  same  work,  and  we  arrived 
at  different  results. 

Hon.  Mrr  READ. — And  yet  the  poor 
man  is  expected  to  know  exactly  what 
he  is  doing  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL.— The  farmer 
knows  exactly  what  he  is  doing  when  he 
has  to  pay  a  fixed  sum  every  year.  He 
may  not  be  able  to  discriminate  whether 
it  is  8,  9,  or  10  per  cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ. — According  to  this 
statement  it  is  12  per  cent,  at  least. 
H(yn.  Mr,  Vidal. 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL. — I  will  undertake 
to  stake  n)y  reputation  as  an  arithme- 
tician that  it  is  under  nine. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ.— And  I  will  ven- 
ture to  repeat  that  it  is  twelve. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— While  I  have  no 
objections  to  my  hon.  friend*s  amend- 
ments, I  do  not  think  they  will 
accomplish  what  he  desires.  The  men  con- 
nected with  these  companies  are  gentlemen 
of  good  reputation,  morally  and  commer- 
cially, and  their  books  are  open  for 
inspection,  and  a  gool  many  people 
besides  the  auditora  do  inspect  them. 
There  is  nothing  in  them  that  these 
companies  need  be  ashamed  of,  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  greatly  doubt  whether 
my  hon.  friend  will  realize  those  very 
desirable  results  that  he  has  in  view  in 
moving  these  amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— I  thinkthehon. 
gentlemen  who  have  taken  an  interest  in 
the  proposed  amendments  to  this  Bill 
will  congratulate  the  House  on  the  dif- 
ferent tone  of  the  debate  upon  this  ques- 
tion from  what  was  evinced  some  two  years 
ago,  when  I  introduced  a  measure  similar 
in  principle  to  the  amendments  sul> 
mitted  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Prescott.  On  that  occasion  I  failed  even 
to  get  a  seconder.  Both  sides  of  the 
House  seemed  disposed  to  ignoi*e 
the  whole  question,  and  thought 
that  it  was  an  interfei-ence  with  char- 
tered rights  and  privileges  which 
these  societies  had  held  for  yeara. 
Now,  however,  we  find  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  those  loan  companies — insti- 
tutions that  are  i-eally  conducted  in  the 
manner  that  they  should  be — are  dis- 
posed to  admit  these  amendments,  and  I 
confess  that  I  am  highly  gratified  that 
such  a  change  has  taken  place  in  their 
opinions.  Whether  this  opinion  has- 
been  influenced  by  the  discussion  of  the 
mattet  through  the  country,  or  by  the 
measure  that  has  been  introduced  in  the 
Lower  House,  to  limit  the  rate  of  in- 
terest to  seven  per  cent.,  I  know  not, 
but  the  acceptance  by  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  of  the  amendments  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Prescott  indicates  very 
clearly  that  public  opinion  has  pretty 
well  settled  down  to  the  principle  ad- 
vanced here  to-day.  A  good  deal  has 
been  said  about  a  certain  Loan  Society  in 
tliis   House.     I  do  not  believe  that  the- 
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bon.  member  for  Quints  division  would 
intentionally  mislead  the  House,  and  I 
am  sure  that  the  hon.  member  from 
Hamilton  would  be  equally  guarded 
against  making  any  statement  that  he 
believed  to  be  wrong,  and  the  only  in- 
ference I  can  draw  from  their  state- 
ments is,  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  have 
referred  to  two  different  cases.  With 
regard  to  the  power  of  those  loan 
.societies,  I  find,  upon  looking  over  the 
Chancery  reports  of  Ontario,  that  some 
very  extraordinary  powers  and  privileges 
Are  enjoyed  under  the  present  law.  They 
are  allowed  to  impose  fines  and  pen«d- 
ties  and  esact  bonuses,  and  these  acts 
can  be  enforced  by  the  courts.  There 
are  cases  where  this  question  hns 
l)een  referred  to  the  Master  in  Chan- 
cery, and  he  has  made  a  state- 
ment based  upon  the  repayment 
of  a  loan  and  the  rate  of  interest  due.  It 
wiis  afterwards  can*ied  before  the  Vice- 
Chancellor,  who  decided  that  there  were 
by-laws  under  which  building  societies 
were  enabled  to  impose  fines  and  penal- 
ties quite  beyond  tho  repayment  of  prin- 
oi{)al  and  interest  I  will  refer  to  a 
single  case  in  the  Chancery  reports  of 
1879 — Crone  vs.  Crone. 

'•  By  one  of  the  rules  of  a  savings  and  loan 
society,  which  were  subscribed  by  all  mem- 
bers on  obtaining  loans  or  advances  of  shares, 
it  was  provided  that  when  a  payment 
off  of  a  mortgage  was  made  before 
it  became  due  the  present  valne  of  future  re- 
payments should  be  calculated  to  the  end  of 
the  term,  and  discounted  at  such  rate  of  inter- 
est, and  on  such  terms  as  the  directors  might 
determine ;  and  by  another  of  the  rules,  the 
directors,  on  default,  were  empowered  to  sell 
the  mortgaged  estate,  and  on  such  sale  to  re- 
tain and  apply  so  much  of  the  purchase  money 
as  should  be  necessary  to  redeem  the  property, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  contain^  in  the 
foregoing  rule. 

"-fltfW,  that  the  Master  proceeded  on  an 
erroneous  principle  in  calculating  interest  on 
the  sum  advanced  at  9  per  cent,  horn  the  date 
of  its  advance  until  the  day  appointed  for 
payment ;  and  that  he  was  bound  to  ascertain 
the  amount  necessary  to  discharge  the  mort- 
gage by  the  sam^^  rules,  and  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple as  the  directors  of  the  society  computed 
the  same." 

The  mortgagor  was  not  allowed  to  get  off 
with  paying  the  whole  principal  and  nine 
]>er  cent  interest,  according  to  the  calcu- 
lation of  the  Master  in  Chancery,  but  he 
was  compelled  to  pay,  by  anticipation,  a 
>large  amount  upon  future  payments  that 
Jiad  not  matui*ed  at  all.  They  were  dis- 
Hon,  J/r.  Reesor. 


counted  according  to  the  ride  that  the 
directors  had  laid  down  : 

« lUile  23  provides  that,  if  any  member  shall 
desire  to  have  his  property  discharged  from 
a  mortgage  to  the  Society  before  the 
expiration  of  the  full  term  for  which 
it  has  been  taken,  he  shall  be  allowed 
to  do  so  on  payment  of  all  re-pajrments,  and 
any  fines,  fees  and  other  sums  due  in  respect 
thereof  up  to  the  time  of  the  redemption  of 
such  mortgage,  and  of  the  present  value  of 
the  future  re-payments  calculated  to  the  end 
of  the  term,  and  discounted  at  such  rate  of 
interest,  and  on  such  terms  as  the  directors 
may  determine,    ♦    •    • 

'•  Juigment : — The  society  have  the  right 
to  say  they  never  intended  to  enter  into  a 
contract  to  take  the  principal  and  any 
specific  rate  of  interest ;  their  agreement  was 
to  take  the  annual  instalments,  or,  if  re- 
deemed beforehand,  to  calculate  the  present 
value  of  the  undue  payments  at  such  rate  as 
specified  by  the  directors.  I  understand  that 
to  be  the  el^'ect  of  the  decision  in  the  Western 
Canada  Loan  and  Savings  Society  vs.  Hodges 
(a),  and  in  re  O'Donohoe's  Estate.  (6). 

*'  And  I  apprehend  that  a  member  applying 
for  an  advance  of  his  shares  is  bound  by  tho 
rules  regulating  the  advance,  and  the  mode 
of  repayment.  •  •  •  •  The  mort- 
gagors in  becoming  members  of  the  society, 
covenanted  to  observe,  perform,  fulfil  and 
keep  all  the  rules,  including,  therefore, 
amongst othtrs,  the  terms  upon  which  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  property  were  to 
be  applied,  and  the  terms  for  redemption. 
•  ♦  *  •  But  it  nowhere  appears  that 
members  obtaining  an  advance  are  to  be 
bound  only  by  what  appears  in  the  mortgage, 
or  that  the  execution  of  the  mortgage  was  to 
relieve  them  of  the  obligations  they  incurred 
by  becoming  members  of  the  society. 

^  I  think  the  Master  has  proceeded  upon  an 
erroneous  principle  in  %3certaining  the 
amount  due  upon  the  mortgage,  and  that  the 
calculation  should  be  made  in  the  way  I  have 
indicated." 

The  party  giving  the  mortgage  signs  it, 
and  the  j)resumption  is  that  he  knows 
what  he  is  signing,  that  he  is  bound  by 
those  rules,  and  that  he  knows  what 
those  rules  are.  But  I  venture  to  say 
that,  in  nineteen  cases  out  of  twenty,  the 
borrower  does  not  know  what  are  the 
rules.  By  signing  this  contract,  the 
borrower  becomes  a  member  of  the 
society,  and  is  bound  by  the  rules  of  the 
society.  I  think  it  will  hardly  be  dis- 
puted, after  years  of  experience, 
that  there  are  hundreds  of  cases 
—  in  fact  the  large  majority  of 
cases — in  which  the  borrowers  do 
not  defend  themselves  in  the  courts  at 
all.  They  submit  to  what  the  societies 
charge,  and  either  pay  or  give  up,  as  they 
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are  not  able  to  employ  lawyers  to  con- 
test the  claims.  The  case  I  have  quoted 
was  that  of  a  wealthy  man,  who  was  %ble 
to  defend  himself  in  court,  but  I  have 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  many  honest, 
industrious  men  have,  through  the 
failure  of  their  crops,  been  unable  to 
meet  these  exorbitant  demands,  have 
lost  their  properties,  and  have  beeu 
driven  from  the  country,  not  at 
a  time  when  the  country  was  pros- 
perous, not  when  the  crops  were  good 
and  their  neighbors  had  money,  but  at 
a  time  when  the  country  was  suffering 
from  depression,  and  their  property  had 
to  be  sacrificed.  I  do  not  say  it  of  the 
societies  with  which  any  hon.  gentleman 
in  this  House  is  connected,  but  I  do  say 
that  there  are  societies  in  the  country 
that  have  been  guilty  of  gross  wrpngs,  ami 
I  am  glad,  to-day,  to  find  that  those 
gentlemen  who  ai-e  connected  with 
respectable  institutions  are  willing 
to  accept  of  these  amendments. 
They  go  even  further  than  my  Bill  did. 
They  make  it  necessary  that  the  mort- 
gage shall  be  made  out  in  triplicate,  and 
that  the  rate  of  interest  which  it  bears 
shall  be  written  across  the  face  of  it  in 
different  colored  ink.  I  think  that  is  a 
valuable  restriction  upon  the  loan  so- 
cieties, and,  in  the  end,  it  will  be  better 
for  the  lender  as  well  as  for  the  bor- 
rower, because  it  will  lead  to  more 
legitimate  transactions,  and  will  do  away 
with  the  conniving,  scheming  systems 
that  are  practised  by  some  societies,  and 
that  are  a  dfsgrace  to  any  civilized 
community.  It  destroys  the  confidence 
and  respect  that  the  people  should  have 
for  the  law,  when  they  see  it  so  con- 
strued as  to  gi*08sly  mislead  them.  We 
have  had  occasion  to  notice  a  case  of  this 
kind  within  the  last  three  months.  A 
property  was  sold  on  which  there  was  a 
mortgage  to  a  building  society  for  $1,100, 
payable  in  ten  equal  annual  instalments. 
The  party  who  was  selling  the  property 
was  asked  by  the  buyer  what  rate  of  inter- 
est the  mortgage  bore.  He  replied  that 
he  did  not  know  exactly,  but  was  sure  it 
was  not  more  than  eight  per  cent., 
and  agreed  to  covenant  that  it  did  not 
bear  more  than  that  rate  of  interest. 
After  the  sale  had  been  made  and  the 
mortgage  was  looked  into,  it  was  found 
that  the  society  were  getting  about  ten 
per  cent.,  which  made  a  difference  of 
Hon.  Mr.  Beesar. 


over  two  hundred  dollars,  which  amount 
had  to  be  deducted  from  the  price  of  the 
property.  The  owner  was  an  industrious 
mechanic,  who  had  borrowed  the  money 
from  the  society  on  the  repi'esentations  of 
the  agent  that  he  was  getting  it  at  eight 
per  cent  Weare  every  year  making  laws 
to  protect  the  public  in  some  way  or 
other.  It  was  only  the  session  before 
last  we  passed  a  law  to  prevent  gambling 
in  public  conveyances.  In  order  to  make 
it  operative  for  the  protection  of  travel- 
ers against  sharpers,  it  was  found  ne«;es- 
sary  to  provide  that  no  card  playing 
should  be  allowed  on  a  public  con/ey- 
ance — not  even  a  simple  game  of  whist. 
If  gambling,  pool-selling  and  horse-racing 
have  to  l)e  legislated  against  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  public,  I  think  the  legal- 
ized right  of  loan  societies  to 
cover  up  the  character  of  thmr 
loans  so  as  to  mislead  borrowers, 
should  also  demand  the  attention  of  the 
Legislatuie. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— It  would  not  be 
becoming  of  me  to  sit  silent  on  this  oc- 
casion, connected,  as  I  am,  with  two  loan 
societies  in  this  Province.  I  think  it  is 
well  for  the  House  and  for  the  country 
that  this  debate  has  taken  place,  as  it 
will  let  people  see  whether  these  charges 
can  be  substantiated  or  not.  The  hon. 
member  from  Prescott  has  referred,  in 
feeling  terms,  to  the  hardships  put  upon 
"  the  poor  farmers  "  by  those  loan  socie- 
ties in  charging  them  high  rates  of 
interest  for  loans.  T  have  had  the  honor 
of  sitting  on  the  same  board  with  ah  hon. 
gentleman  who  is  now  identified  with 
one  of  these  loan  societies  ;  and,  from 
what  I  knew  ot  his  management  in  the 
loaning  of  the  Society's  money,  I  never 
knew  a  case  in  which  a  poor  farmer  sus- 
tained hardships  or  injustice  at  his  hands. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Prescott  presses 
very  hard  upon  this  House  the  claims  of 
the  "  poor "  farmer,  the  "  ignorant " 
farmer,  for  protection  against  the  loan 
societies.  I  contend  that  ninety- 
five  per  cent,  of  the  farmers  of 
this  country  know  perfectly  well, 
when  they  ask  an  agent  to  loan 
them  a  thousand  dollars  and  are  told  the 
rate  of  interest  they  can  have  it  for,  what 
it  will  amount  to  per  annum.  They  are 
all  perfectly  satisfied  until  they  get  the 
money,  and  they  often  get  it  on  security 
that  would  not  sell  for  the  face  value  of 
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the  mortgage  if  the  property  were  put 
into  the  market  the  next  day.  I  contend 
that  societies  should  not  advance  more 
than  fifty  per  cent,  on  the  market  value 
of  any  property  ;  and  it  has  been  shewn 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Quints  Divi- 
sion that,  in  the  case  of  which  he  spoke, 
there  was  a  thousand  dollars  advanced 
for  fifteen  years  on  a  farm  that  brought 
only  $1,400  .when  the  mortgage  was 
foreclosed. 

Hon.   Mr.    KAULBACH— But  it  is 

claimed  that  the  property  was  sacrificed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— The  property  was 
not  sufficient  security  for  the  money. 
There  should  never  have  been  more  than 
S700  loaned  on  that  security.  On  the 
instalment  system  that  borrower  was  to 
have  paid  to  the  Company  $1,970.55  at 
th6  expiration  of  fifteen  years.  Now, 
let  us  see  what  he  would  have  to  pay  on 
the  straight  loan  system  for  the  same 
term  of  years  :  the  interest  on  a  thou- 
sand dollars  at  eight  per  cent,  per  annum 
is  $80,  which,  multiplied  by  $15,  gives 
$1,200  as  the  intei*est  to  be  paid  in 
fifteen  years.  Add  this  $1,200  to  the 
principal,  and  we  have  $2,200,  to  which 
must  be  added  the  solicitor's  bill,  $210, 
making  the  total  payments  on  that  loan 
of  $1,000,  on  the  straifijht  loan  plan 
$2,410.  I  challenge  any  hon.  gentleman 
to  deny  the  accuracy  of  this  calculation. 
Now,  which  of  these  two  systems  is  the 
better  one  for  the  poor  farmer  1  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Prescott  pleads 
for  the  poor  farmer,  feut  he  has 
no  consideration  for  the  widows 
and  orphans,  the  poor  and  the  aged  in 
the  Mother  Country,  whose  funds  are 
invested  in  those  societies  as  their  only 
means  of  support.  They  have  entrusted 
the  hon.  gentlemen  who  represent  those 
societies  with  their  money,  feeling  that 
there  is  good  security  for  it,  and  that 
they  will  get  their  interest  when  it  be- 
comes due.  I  fancy  that  this  class  of 
people  have  as  much  claim  on  our  sym- 
pathy as  the  borrower,  the  "poor" 
farmer,  the  "  ignorant "  ifarmer,  as  one 
hon.  gentleman  so  called  them,  whose 
cause  the  hon.  Senator  seems  to  have  so 
much  at  heart.  The  poor  farmer  takes 
the  money  of  the  widow  and  he  builds 
himself  a  grand  brick  house  ;  he  takes 
money  from  the  oiphan  and  extends  his 
barns ;  he  borrows  more  from  the  aged 
Hon.  Mr.  Smith. 


and  helpless  and  buys  a  handsome  car- 
riage in  which  to  drive  to  church — as  he 
ought  to  do,  T  admit — and  when  he  is 
called  up^n  to  pay  the  simple  interest  on 
these  loans,  he  must  be  sympath- 
ised with,  and  the  legislature 
must  be  appealed  to  to  protect 
him  from  the  money-lenders.  I  am 
sorry  to  see  that  hon.  gentlemen  should 
endeavor  to  create  ill-feelings  against 
loan  societies  in  this  country,  as  they 
have  been  a  great  benefit  to  the  people. 
During  these  years  of  depression  they 
have  brought  millions  of  dollars  into  the 
country  fix)m  England,  Ireland  and  Scot- 
Iflnd,  and  other  parts  of  the  world,  by 
which  fine  houses  have  been  built,  farms 
have  been  improved,  and  many  a  home- 
stead has  been  saved  from  the  sheriff. 
I  say  that  when  a  man  deliberately 
enters  into  a  bargain  or  contract,  he 
should  be  obliged  to  caiTy  out  his  part 
of  it,  and  I  say  that  the  hon.  Senator ' 
from  Prescott  has  made  out  no  case  for 
the  farmer.  I  contend,  also,  that  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Quints  has  made  out 
no  case  ;  he  has  not  shewn  even  what 
rate  of  interest  the  Company  to  which 
he  referred  received  on  the  property 
they  sold. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ- -I  have  not  made 
up  the  interest  for  the  whole  time  of  the 
loan  ;  I  have  only  made  it  up  for  the 
time  he  actually  had  the  money,  and  it 
amounted  to  twenty-four  per  cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— T  say  that,  if  that 
borrower  had  carried  out  his  payments, 
at  the  end  of  fifteen  years  he 
would  have  paid  less  money  than  he 
would  have  been  required  to  pay 
had  he  borrowed  the  money  on  the 
straight  loan  system  at  eight  per  cent. 
I  would  not  have  taken  part  in  this  de- 
bate at  all  had  it  not  been  for  an  attack 
that  was  made  on  a  certain  Company.  I 
have  nothing  to  do  with  that  institution, 
but  I  consider  that  it  is  every  hon.  gen- 
tleman's duty,  when  he  hears  unfounded 
charges  made  against  a  public  institution, 
to  stand  up  in  its  defence  when  he  knows 
that  those  charges  are  not  true.  I  say 
now  that  the  loan  complained  of  was  a 
fair  loan,  and,  if  the  borrower  had  paid 
his  instalment  of  $131.87  when  it  fell 
due,  there  would  have  been  no  solicitor's 
charges,  no  over-rate  of  interest,  and  he 
would  have  retained  his  property.     It  is 
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preposterous  to  say  that  the  lender 
should  lie  out  of  the  interest  on  his 
money,  allow  j)ayraent  after  payment  to^ 
lapse  until  the  end  of  fifteen  years,  and 
then  run  the  risk  of  having  to  take  a 
])i*operty  very  much  depreciated  in  value 
for  the  principal.  These  companies  do 
no  more  than  private  individuals  who 
loan  money  have  done,  and  are 
doing  every  day,  and  these  pii 
vate  money  lendere  are  the  ene- 
mies of  loan  societies,  because 
they  know  that  the  competition  of  these 
companies  has  i-educed  the  rate  of  in- 
terest to  borrowers.  I  have  loaned  a  great 
deal  of  money  in  my  lifetime  for  other 
people,  and  [  do  a  little  in  that  business 
now  sometimes,  and  I  can  honestly  say 
that  I  have  never  exacted  a  fine  or  bonus 
from  any  borrower  for  being  behind- 
hand with  his  instalments,  so  long  as  he 
paid  up  within  a  reasonable  time.  But 
I  have  had  occasion  to  protect  the  in- 
terests of  the  societies  lor  which  I  acted, 
and  when  the  default  was  beyond  what 
could  be  reasonably  allowed,  steps  had 
to  be  taken  to  collect  the  money  for  the 
lenders.  I  am  connected  with  societies 
that  have  no  fines.  The  face  of  the  ap- 
plication shews  what  rates  are  charged  to 
the  borrower  from  the  day  he  gets  the 
money  until  it  is  repaid  ;  there  are  no 
commissions  to  agents,  and  nothing 
but  the  simple  rate  of  interest  thai  is 
agreed  upon.  I  do  not  think  it  is  neces- 
sary for  me  to  detain  the  House  any 
longer.  I  am  sorry  that  the  debate' has 
taken  the  course  it  has  done,  but,  after 
all,  it  may  not  be  without  advantage. 
No  doubt  in  the  earlier  history  of  build- 
ing societies,  borrowers  were  frequently 
imposed  upon,  but,  of  late,  money  has 
become  so  plentiful,  and  loan  societies  so 
numerous,  that  lower  rates  of  interest 
and  easier  terms  have  been  established 
by  competition,  and  any  farmer  can  un- 
derstand the  terms  on  which  he  borrows 
from  a  society. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMASTER— I  had  in- 
tended making  a  few  remarks  with 
reference  to  the  amendments  now  under 
consideration,  but  so  much  has  been 
said,  and  well  said,  in  defence  of  the 
companies,  that  I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary  to  prolong  the  discussion.  A 
great  deal  has  been  stated  about  the 
abuses^of  which  those  companies  have 
been  guilty.  When,  however,  we  cou- 
pon. Mr,  SmU/i, 


sidor  the  magnitude  of  their  operations, 
it  would  be  singular  indeed  if  some 
abuses  did  not  exist;  but  very  little 
has  been  said  with  i-eference  to  the  great 
advantages  and  the  many  facilities  that 
they  have  afibrded  to  the  public. 
Nothing  has  been  said  about  the  hun- 
dreds— J  venture  to  say,  thousands,  of 
people  in  the  West,  who,  through  the 
accommodation  affoixled  them  by  these 
companies,  have  been  enabled  to  keep 
themselves  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
sheriff,  save  their  farms,  and,  in  a  few 
yeara,  have  them  freefi*om  encumbrance. 
At  this  present  moment,  I  do  not  think 
that  farmers,  or  any  other  parties  who 
require  advances  on  property,  can  bor- 
row money  on  more  favorable  terms 
than  those  offered  by  these  companies, 
and  I  regard  it  as  being  most  unfair  for 
an  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  on  the 
other  side  to  represent  the  transactions 
of  resi>ectable  institutions  of  long  stand- 
ing as  being  sjambling  operations. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE— In  conference 
with  the  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State,  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  he  has  agi^eed  to 
tho  purport  of  my  amendments.  Some 
changes  were  suggested  which  I  was 
happy  to  adopt  and  which  I  am  sure 
will  prove  acceptable  to  the  House. 
They  now  read  as  follows  : — 

<<CLAnsB  B. — Every  loan  made  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act'  by  any  permanent 
building  society  or  loan  company,  incorporated 
under  the  said  chapter  fifty-three  of  the  Con- 
solidated Statutes  of  Upper  Canada,  or  any  act 
thereby  consolidated,  or  by  or  under  any  act 
of  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  or  by  any  institu- 
tion or  corporation  incorporated  without  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  lending  and  investing 
money  in  Canada  shall  be  subject,  and  shall 
be  held  to  have  been  made  subject,  to  the 
following  conditions,  anything  in  any  deed  or 
writing  in  relation  to  such  loan  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding,  that  is  to  £ay : — 

"  First, — No  fine  or  penalty  or  rate  of  interest 
shall  be  stipulated  for,  taken,  reserved  or 
exacted  on  any  arrear  of  principal  or  interest 
which  shall  have  the  effect  of  increasing  the 
charge  on  any  such  arrear  beyond  the  rate  of 
interest  payable  on  principle  money  not  in 
arrear :  Provided  always,  that  nothing  in  this 
section  contained  shall  have  the  effect  of 
prohibiting  a  contract  for  the  payment  of 
interest  on  arrears  of  interest  or  principle  at 
any  rate  not  greater  than  the  rate  payable  on 
principle  money  not  in  arrear. 

«  Second. — That  when  the  amount  lent  shall 
be  wholly  paid  back  by  agreement,  or  under 
compulsion,  the  interest  on  th«  mortgage 
money  or  any  part  thereof  shall  not  be  cluurged 
for  any  period  beyond  the  period  of  actual  pay- 
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ment,  and  up  to  that  period  onl  j  at  the  rate 
originallj  contemplated  in  such  mortgage, 
with  interest  on  the  sums  in  arrear  thereon, 
as  provided  by  the  next  pVeceding  section. 

«  Clausi  C. — Every  such  society  or  company, 
institution  or  corporation,  shall  cause  a  true 
copy  ot  every  indenture  •£  mortgage  to  which 
it  shall  become  a  party  as  mortg^ee,  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  to  be  delivered  to  the 
mortgagor  at  the  time  •f  the  execution  of 
such  indenture  of  mortgage,  or  at  the  time 
when  the  loan  is  completed. 

*<Clau81  B.— No  such  indenture  of  mort- 
gage shall  be  valid  or  shall  be  binding  on  the 
mortgagor  for  the  collection  or  payment  of 
interest,  unless  the  rate  •f  the  interest  payable 
by  the  mortgagor  on  the  principal  sum,  or 
sum  lent  by  the  mortgagee,  and  thereby  se- 
cured, in  whatever  way  the  same  be  made  pay- 
able, has  been  written,  or  printed,  or  stamped, 
across  the  first  page,  or  only  page,  as  the  case 
may  be,  of  each  original  part  of  such  inden- 
ture of  mortgage,  in  ink  of  a  different  color 
from  that  in  which  such  original  part  of  such 
indenture  of  mortgage  is  written,  stamped  or 
printed,  and  in  words  as  follows,  that  is  to  say : 
*  Bate  of  interest,  six  (or,  as  the  ease  may  be) 
per  cent  per  annum '  before  the  execution  of 
such  indenture  of  mortgage  ;  and  such  words 
shall  be  taken  and  held  to  form  part  of  the 
indenture  of  mortgage  on  which  they  are 
written,  or  printed  or  stamped.'' 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— I  little  expected, 
when  I  introduced  this  fiill,  that  we 
would  have  heard  such  an  extensive  dis- 
cussion as  we  have  had.  The  object  of 
the  measure  was  to  deal  with  one  ques- 
tion, and,  therefore,  when  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Prescott  proposed  his 
amendments,  I  objected  to  them  because 
I  considered  they  were  iirelevant  to  the 
Bill.  As  I  stated  at  the  time,  I  would 
Lave  had  no  objection  to  them  if  thej 
had  been  introduced  as  a  separate  mea- 
sure, because,  if  it  is  necessary  to  protect 
the  class  to  which  he  refers  (and  that  is 
the  general  impression,  although  it  may 
be  an  unfounded  one),  I,  for  one,  would 
not  stand  in  his  way  and  add  to 
the  feeling  which  exists  in  the  coimtry 
that  these  building  societies  have  been 
dealing  unfairly.  As  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Quinl^  (Mr.  Read)  informed  us, 
there  is  another  measure  dealing  with 
this  question  now  before  the  House  of 
Commons.  My  impression  was  then, 
and  I  thmk  now,  that  it  would  have 
been  far  better  to  have  had  these  ques- 
tions separated.  However,  the  feeling  of 
the  House  appears  to  be  strongly  in 
favor  of  the  amendments,  and,  as  I  was 
not  opposed  to  the  principle  of  them,  I 
thought  it  would  be  just  aB^ilL.  under 
Hon,  Mr.  Brause, 


the  circumstances,  to  accept  them,  and 
put  them  in  such  a  shape  as  to  accom- 
plihh  what  the  hon-  Senator  from  Pres- 
cott desires. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  that  the 
following  clause  be  added  to  the  Bill  : 

^  This  Act  shall  come  into  force  on  the  1st 
of  July  next." 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  that  the 
title  of  the  Bill  be  '*  An  Act  for  the  re- 
lief of  Permanent  Building  Societies  and 
Loan  Companies,  and  to  restrict  then 
modes  of  lending." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Bill  was  then  passed. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 
The  following   Bills,  from    the   Com- 
mons, was  introduced  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Bill  (94)  «  An  Act  for  the  final  settle- 
ment of  claims  to  lands  in  Manitoba,  by 
occupancy,  under  the  Act  33  Vic,  cap. 
23."— (Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (73)  "  To  amend  the  Act  respect- 
ing the  Port  Whitby  Harbor  Company." 
— (Mr.  Simpson.) 

The  House  adjourned  at  5.40  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Friday,  April  16th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

STADACONA    INSURANCE     COMPANY'S 
BILL, 

THIRD    BEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce, 
reported  Bill  (21)  "To  empower  the 
Stadacona  Life  and  Fire  Insurance  Com- 
pany to  relinquish  their  charter  and  to 
provide  for  the  winding  up  of  their 
affinirs,"  without  amendment. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED, 
The  following  Bills,  from  the  House  of 
Commons,  were  introduced  and  i^ad  the 
first -iimo^ — 
21 
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BUI  (37 ;  "  Further  to  amend  '  the 
Supreme  and  Exchequer  Court  Act/  " — 
(Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (81)  "  To  confirm  the  purchase  by 
the  Dominion  of  a  portion  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  and  the  agreement  made 
with  the  Grand  Trunk  Kailway  Com- 
pany of  Canada  with  respect  thereto." — 
(Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

The  House  adjourned  at  3.30  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Monday,  April  19th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

A  NEW  SPEAKER. 

The  Senate  was  informed  that  a  com- 
mission under  the  great  seal  had  been 
issued,  appointing  the  Hon.  David  Lewis 
Macpherson  Speaker. 

The  commission  having  been  read,  the 
Speaker  took  his  seat. 

THE  TARIFF. 
A   PETITION. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE-I  beg 
leave  to  present  a  petition  signed  by 
between  Ayq  and  six  thousand  voters  of 
the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island. 
Although  on  a  political  question,  it  is 
not  a  party  petition.  It  is  signed  by 
men  interested  in  trade,  commerce,  agri- 
culture and  the  fisheries.  Many  of  them 
have  long  been  engaged  in  business  in 
the  Province,  holding  the  positions  which 
their  fathers  occupied  before  them  half  a 
century  and  more  ago.  The  petition  is 
signed  by  twenty-one  members  of  the 
Local  Legislature,  out  of  a  total  number, 
in  both  Houses,  of  forty-three.  The 
prayer  is  that  the  tariff  may  be  reduced 
to  as  low  a  point  as  is  consistent  with 
the  revenue  requirements  of  the  country, 
and  that  all  duties  which  are  simply  pro- 
tective in  character  may  be  removed. 

BANK    VILLE     MARIE    BILL, 
KEPOBTED  FROM  COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN,   as  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce, reported  the  Bill  (D)  "To  pro- 
BiMa  Introduced, 


vide  for  the  winding  up  of  La  Banque 
Ville  Marie,  and  the  reduction  of  its 
stock,"  with  several  amendments,  the 
principal  one  of  which,  he  explained,  was 
striking  out  those  provisions  of  the 
measure  which  referred  to  the  reduction 
of  the  capital  stock.  The  Bill,  as  it  went 
to  the  Committee,  empowered  the  share- 
holders, if  they  saw  fit,  to  reduce  their 
stock  and  continue  the  business.  The 
Committee  did  not  think  that""  this  was  a 
proper  power  to  give,  and  subsequently 
the  repi-esentatives  of  the  Bank  with- 
drew the  provision.  Consequently,  clause 
11,  which  allowed  the  corporation  to  re- 
duce the  capital  stock,  was  struck  out 
altogether,  and  this  necessitated  other 
changes. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  moved  that  the 
amendments  be  taken  into  consideration 
to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SAULT    STE.   MARIE    RAILWAY. 
INQUIRY. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called,  that  the  Hon.  Mr.  Power  would 
call  attention  to  the  desirability  of  pro- 
ceeding with  the  construction  of  a  railway 
from  the  western  terminus  of  the  ex- 
tension of  the  Canada  Central  Rail- 
way to  Sault  Ste.  Marie  or  its  neighbor- 
hood, at  the  earliest  date  and  by  the 
best  route  practicable,  and  would  ask  the 
Government  whether  they  propose  to 
have  further  surveys  made,  with  a  view 
of  ascertaining  the  best  line  from  South- 
East  Bay  to  Spanish  River, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  said-:  I  almost 
owe  the  House  an  apology  for  bringing 
this  matter  before  them  again,  as  it  has 
already  been  discussed  this  session,  and  I, 
at  that  time,  took  occasion  to  express  my- 
self on  the  subject ;  but  there  are  one  or 
two  special  reasons  why  I  bring  the  mat- 
ter up  again  ;  and,  even  apart  from  that, 
I  think  the  very  great  importance  of  the 
construction  of  a  Hne  of  railway  to  connect 
the  Canada  Central  extension  with  the 
waters  of  Lake  Superior  and  with  the 
international  boundary  line  would  almost 
justify  any  member  in  bringing  the  sub- 
ject before  the  House  again  ;  and  I  think 
that  further  justification  is  found 
in  the  fact  that  the  €k>vemment 
have  not  yet  altogether  defined  their 
position  wJrti  reference  to  the  matter. 
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Hon.  gentlemen,  and,  in  fact,  all  intelli- 
gent people  of  this  country,  are  aware 
that  Canada  has  invested  immense  sums 
in  unproductive  public  works.  The 
national  debt  is  represented  almost  alto- 
gether by  public  woiks  ;  and  I  regret  to 
say  that,  in  nearly  every  case,  those 
works  are  unproductive.  The  Interco- 
lonial Railway,  the  different  other  Do- 
minion and  provincial '  railways  and 
canals,  I  think,  almost  all  fail  to  pay 
their  working  expenses.  No  doubt  a 
great  many  gentlemen  think  that,  while 
these  works  do  net  pay  directly,  they  do 
80  indirectly.  That  may  be  the  case,  but 
I  have  myself  very  grave  doubts  whether 
the  country  would  not  be  better  off  to- 
day if  we  had  not  many  of  those  public 
works,  and  were  also  free  from  the 
debts  incurred  in  constructing  them. 
We  are  at  the  present  time  expend- 
ing millions  of  doUa^  in  the  country 
lying  between  Ontario  and  the  Pa- 
cific Ocean.  This  year  we  are  com- 
mitted still  further  to  an  enormous 
expenditure  in  the  extreme  west,  and 
sanguine  people  think  that  the  country 
will  have  a  return  for  the  expenditure  in 
the  western  region.  It  is  claimed  that, 
in  a  very  fefw  years,  a  very  considerable 
increase  of  our  population  will  take 
place,  and  that  there  will  be  a  great 
influx  of  people  into  our  fertile  prairie 
country.  It  is  believed  that,  while  that 
will  take  place  on  the  one  hand,  the  pro- 
ducts of  that  country  will,  en  the  other, 
find  places  of  shipment  in  Canadian 
ports  in  the  east  and  build  them  up, 
and  that  the  eastern  portion  of  the  Dom- 
inion will  manufacture  for  the  west. 
That  may  or  may  not  be  the  case.  I 
must  confess  that  I  do  not  feel  as  sanguine 
as  a  great  many  hon.  gentlemen  do 
on  the  subject.  But  the  question 
which  has  suggested  itself  to  me 
is  this  :  supposing  that  that  is  to  be 
the  case — supposing  that  there  is  to  be 
large  immigration  into  the  North-West, 
that  that  country  is  to  be  built  up  very 
rapidly,  and  that  there  is  to  be  a  consid- 
erable export  of  grain  from  the  fertile 
prairie  country  to  Europe — are  we  now 
in  a  position  to  reap  any  advantage  from 
that  ?  I  think  that  the  answer  must  be 
in  the  negative.  I  do  not  see,  in  the 
present  state  of  things,  unless  some 
further  action  is  taken,  any  reason  to 
believe  that  we  are  likely  to  reap  any 
Hon.  Mr.  Povoer. 


great  advantage  from  the  growth  of  the 
North- West.  At  the  present  time  we 
have  really  no  independent  communica- 
tion with  our  North- West  territories  at 
all.  No  doubt,  after  the  railway  is 
opened  from  the  Red  River  to  Fort 
William,  we  shall  have  communication 
by  way  of  Lake  Superior  and  down  the 
St.  Lawrence  River  and  canals,  for  about 
six  months  in  the  year,  and  the  probabili- 
ties are  that  a  good  deal  of  heavy 
freight,  a  good  deal  of  produce  coming 
from  the  prairie  region,  will  find 
its  way  to  Montreal,  and  other  points 
east,  by  that  route  ;  but  the  winter  traflfia 
and  the  passenger  travel  will  continue  to 
find  its  way  by  United  States  lines,  and 
Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis,  and 
other  American  cities  will  really  benefit 
as  much,  if  not  more,  from  the  develop- 
ment of  our  Noiiih-West  territories  thwi 
our  own  eastern  cities.  There  is  another 
objectionable  feature  in  the  present  state 
of  things.  It  Lb  one  to  which  attention 
has  been  called  at  the  other  end  of  the 
building — that  is,  that  those  immigrants 
upon  whom  we  calculate  to  build  up  our 
western  country  are  led  astray  by  the 
wiles  of  American  agents  while 
travelling  between  Ontario  and  the 
border  of  Manitoba,  at  Pembina.  It 
is  very  desirable  that  that  condition  of 
affairs  should  be  put  an  end  to,  and  that 
a  route  should  be  furnished  to  our  immi- 
grants on  which  they  will  be  free  from 
any  temptations  to  settle  in  the  United 
States.  There  is  also  another  consider- 
ation :  that,  if  at  any  time  an  unfriendly 
spirit  should  grow  up  amongst  our  neigh- 
bors, such  as  manifested  itself  recently  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  in  the  in- 
troduction of  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Hurd, 
we  might  be  cut  off  almost  al- 
together from  communication  with  our 
fellow-colonists  in  the  North- West^  In 
the  present  state  of  things,  and  still 
more  in  a  state  of  things  that  might  bo 
produced  by  unfriendly  action  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States,  this  country 
would  be  led  to  take  action  to  provide  a 
remedy,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
country  generally  feels  that  one  of  two 
courses  has  to  be  adopted.  Either  we 
have  to  build  the  road  through  our  own 
territory  north  of  Lake  Superior,  from 
Fort  William  to  the  South-East  Bay  of 
Lake  Nipissing,  or  to  build  the  shorter 
line  from  South-East  Bay  to  Sault  Ste^ 
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Marie.  I  do  not  think  that  hon.  gentle- 
men will  hesitate  loDg,  or  that  those  who 
have  considered  the  subject  outside  vof 
Parliament  have  hesitated  long,  as  to 
which  should  be  chosen.  The  adoption 
of  the  line  north  of  Lake  Superior 
would  involve  the  construction  of  about 
620  miles  of  road  through  an  inhospit- 
able wilderness.  The  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways, in  speaking  on  the  subject, 
in  the  otlier  House  a  few  days  ago, 
calculated  that  the  construction  of 
that  line  would  cost  $24,000,000. 
That  is  probably  the  lowest  estimate,  and 
it  would  be  safe  to  say  that  it 
would  cost  between  $25,000,000  and 
130,000,000  I  do  not  think  that  we  are 
prepai*ed  for  such  an  expenditure  as  that. 
We  have  already  as  much  on  our  hands 
as  the  resources  of  the  country  enable  us 
to  deal  with,  probably  more;  and  I  do  not 
think  that  we  are  in  a  position  to  under- 
take anything  that  would  involve  such 
an  expenditure,  if  there  is  any  other  way 
to  attain  the  desired  end.  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that,  in  the  winter  months, 
this  railway  north  of  Lake  Superior 
would  not  pay  its  running  expenses.  It 
would  be  simply  a  heavier  burden  on 
the  country,  for  the  greater  part  of 
the  year,  than  the  Intercolonial  Hall- 
way is  at  the  present  time.  It 
would  never  carry  a  large  amount 
of  American  traffic,  and  would  merely 
carry  a  portion  of  the  traffic  of  our  own 
North-West.  Now,  the  other  line  would 
not  exceed  270  miles  in  length,  and,  as 
it  would  probably  be  constructed  by  a 
company  for  a  subsidy  of  $10,000  a  mile, 
the  cost  of  that  road  would  not  exceed 
$2,700,000.  It  would  do  all  the  work 
that  the  other  could,  and  much  more. 
I  have  already  given  the  House  more 
statistics  than,  probably,  is  necessary, 
but  I  shall  just  call  attention  to  a  few 
more  figures  in  order  to  shew,  by  com- 
parison of  the  distances  by  this  line  and 
other  routes,  what  the  effect  of  building 
the  road  is  likely  to  be.  The  distance 
from  Duluth  to  New  York  by  the  Amer- 
ijoan  roads  is  1,526  miles ;  from  Duluth 
to  Montreal,  by  the  proposed  line,  it  is 
1,000,  shewing  a  saving  of  526 
miles.  The  distance  from  Glyndon,  on 
the  Northern  Pacific,  which  is  the  point 
of  junction  with  the  lines  ninning  south 
to  St.  Paul  and  Minneapolis, to  New  York, 
a  1,606  miles,  and  from  the  same  point 
lion.  Mr.  Povoer, 


to  Montreal,  by  the  proposed  line,  1,244 
miles,  a  difference  in  favor  ef  the  pro- 
posed route  of  362  miles.  As  I  stated 
the  other  day,  not  only  are  the  distances 
shorter  to  Montreal,  but  the  distance  is 
also  260  miles  shorter  to  New  York  by 
way  of  the  Sault  and  Brockville  than  by 
any  United  States  line.  The  consequence 
is  that  the  great  bulk  of  the  light  freight 
and  passenger  traffic  at  least,goingl)etween 
the  extreme  north-western  and  eastern 
states  must  pass  along  this  route,and  leave 
a  large  amount  of  money  in  the  Dominion 
which  is  now  left  in  the  United  States. 
I  find  that  the  distance  from  Winnipeg 
to  Montreal,  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way, as  proposed  to  be  built  north  of 
Lake  Superior,  is,  in  round  numbers, 
1,390  miles,  and  the  distance  by  Sault 
Ste.  Marie  is  1,461  miles,  a  difference  of 
only  some  70  miles  in  favor  of  the 
northern  route,  while  the  distance 
from  Winnipeg  to  Montreal  by  any 
existing  line  is  some  400  miles  more. 
This  comparison  shews,  first,  the  great 
advantage  to  arise  from  the  construction 
of  this  road,  from  its  bringing  our  North- 
West  much  nearer  to  us  than  it  is  now, 
a  point  which  has  been  referred  to  at 
considerable  length  in  the  other  House 
by  the  Minister  of  Railways ;  and,  second, 
that  this  road  will  do  practically  the  same 
work,  and  bring  the  North  -  West 
as  near  to  Montreal  and  other  Can- 
adian cities  as  the  road  north  of  Lake 
Superior.  It  also  shews  that  there  is  no 
object  to  be  gained  by  expending  large 
sums  of  money  to  open  up  the  northern 
route.  Then  the  length  of  the  water 
line,  which  has  also  beiwi  referred  to  by 
the  Minister  of  Itailwa3r8,  is  1,313  miles 
from  Winnipeg  to  Montreal.,  That  is 
considerably  shorter,  nearly  80  miles 
shorter,  than  the  land  line  north  of 
Lake  Superior ;  and,  with  steamers  of  a 
respectable  siz^  on  Lake  Superior,  the 
journey  could  be  made  aji  quickly  by 
that  route  as  by  any  all-land  line.  It 
has  been  contended,  I  know,  by  some 
writers  and  speakers,  that  our  road  north 
of  Lake  Superior  would  be  as  short,  if 
not  shorter^  from  the  American  border 
and  the  territories  lying  near  the  border, 
than  the  road  by  the  Sault;  but  close 
inquiry  shews  that  that  is  not  the  case. 
If  my  figures  are  correct,  and  I  think 
they  are — at  any  rate,  they  are  very 
nearly  so — the  distance  from  the  border 
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to  Montreal  by  the  Sault  is  1,400  miles, 
and  the  distance  from  the  border  to 
Monti*eal  bv  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way, if  built,  would  be  1,440  —  a 
difference  of  40  miles  in  favor 
of  the  Sault.  I  find  also  that 
it  is  260  miles  shorter  from  Duhith  to 
Boston  by  the  Sault  and  Brockville  than 
by  Chicago,  and  390  miles  shorter  to  Port- 
land by  the  Sault  than  it  is  by  Chicago. 
From  St.  Paul  to  New  York  is  300 
miles  further  than  to  Montreal.  From 
Duluth  to  Liverpool,  by  way  of  New 
York,  is  4,566  miles ;  from  Duluth  to 
Liverpool  by  Sault  Ste.  Marie  and  Mon 
treal  is  3,760  miles  ;  a  saving,  in  round 
numbers,  of  800  miles.  The  figures  that 
I  have  quoted,  though  there  may  be  some 
slight  inaccuracies  in  them,  establish 
quite  clearly,  I  think,  that  freight  passing 
to  and  from  our  own  Noiiih-West,  Mon- 
tana, Dakotah,  ~and  parts  of  Minnesota, 
Michigan  and  Wisconsin,  must  neces- 
sarily go  by  this  proposed  route,  and  that 
the  construction  of  the  line  will  build  up 
our  Canadian  cities  from  Hamilton,  east 
to  Quebec.  Hon.  gentlemen  have  only 
to  add  150  miles  to  get  the  distances  to 
Quebec.  Now,  my  contention  is  that 
this  road,  if  built,  will  do  more  for  Mon- 
treal and  Quebec,  and  for  all  our  eastern 
cities,  than  the  canals  will  when  their 
enlargement  is  completed ;  and  we  are 
prepared  to  spend,  altogether,  some- 
thing more  than  $20,000,000  on 
the  Canals.  I  do  not  know  just 
what  we  have  spent  already,  but  the 
proposal  is  to  spend  altogether  some- 
thing over  the  amount  I  have  mentioned. 
Last  year  we  expended  something  over 
82,600,000  upon  the  St.  Lawrence  Canals. 
All  that  is  asked  by  the  advocates  of  this 
road  of  which  I  am  speaking,  is  that 
we  should  spend  as  much  upon  it 
altogether  as  we  spent  last  year  on  these 
canals,  and  I  think  the  general  feeling  of 
the  country  is  that  there  would  be  a 
greater  result  from  that  outlay  than  from 
all  the  money  that  we  have  spent  on  the 
canals.  So  far,  at  any  rate,  the  country 
has  failed  to  reap  any  substantial  bene- 
fit from  the  money  that  has  been  expended 
in  enlarging  the  canals.  It  may  be  that, 
in  sojae  period  of  the  future,  we  do  not 
know  how  remote,  a  return  may  be  made 
for  this  vast  expenditure  ;  but  I  think 
the  general  feeling  of  the  country  is 
that  the  present  generation  ought  to  see 
Han,  Mr,  Power, 


some  return  for  this  large  outlay,  and 
that  is  one  of  the  piincipal  reasons  why 
members  of  both  Houses,  as  well  as 
people  outside  Parliament,  express  the 
opinion  that  this  road  should  be  con- 
structed without  delay.  The  Minister  of 
Railways  spoke  in  high  terms  of  this 
railroad  in  his  speech  a  few  days  ago.  I 
do  not  think  it  necessary  to  quote  what 
he  said  there ;  but  I  should  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  is 
said  of  this  line  by  the  Chief  Engineer  in 
his  last  report,  and  I  may  preface  what  I 
have  to  say  by  the  remark  that  the  Chie^ 
Engineer  has  not  been  especially  favorable 
to  this  route.  At  page  26  he  s|)eaks  as 
follows  : — 

"The  project  of  connecting  the  railway  sys- 
tem of  the  Dominion  by  a  branch  lino  with 
Lal^e  Saperior  will  extend  desirable  fiicilities 
to  traffic,  and  must  exercise  an  important 
influence  on  the  settlement  of  the  North-West 
country.  Such  a  scheme  will  admit  of  the 
construction  of  steamers  of  iurge  draught  to 
navigate  Lake  Superior,  the  use  of  which  will 
greatly  reduce  the  cost  of  transit  for  freight 
and  passengers.  The  present  depth  of  water 
available  for  navigation  from  ports  on  the 
lower  lakes  is  limited.  The  Blver  St.  Mary 
and  the  shallow  waters  of  Lake  St.  Clair 
present  a  bar  to  any  craft  of  deep  draught. 
Vessels  which  would  be  confined  to  the  navi- 
gation of  Lake  Superior  may  be  built  of  any 
draught  and  size  that  cheap  transportation  may 
dictate. 

"  On  the  completion  of  the  line  from  Fort 
William  to  Selkirk,  a  railway  from  the  ea^t  to 
Sault  Ste.  Marie,  to  connect  with  commo- 
dious steamers  on  Lake  Superior,  would  greatly 
facilitate  the  introduction  of  settlers  to  the 
North-West  During  the  season  of  navigation, 
this  line  would  offer  great  advantages.  It 
would  be  the  most  direct  route,  it  would  be 
subject  to  no  delays  and  inconveniences  from 
customs  regulations,  and  it  would  provide 
more  efficient  means  of  rapid  and  cheap  tran- 
sit than  could  be  obtained  elsewhere. 

"  We  have  not  yet  sufficient  data  to  speak 
of  the  period  of  the  opening  and  closing  of 
navigation  on  Lake  Superior,  nor  of  the  extent 
to  which  that  lake  may  be  navigated  during 
the  winter  months.  It  is  not  improbable 
that,  owing  to  its  deep  and  open  water,  the 
season  of  navigation  may  be  prolonged  to  a 
later  date  than  on  the  rivers  and  canals  which 
connect  the  Iow;er  lakes. 

*<  There  is  ground  for  the  belief  that  the  con- 
struction  of  a  line  to  the  navigable  waters  of 
the  eastern  end  of  Lake  Superior  would  attract 
traffic  from  Duluth  and  the  new  harbors  which 
are  rising  up  around  the  United  States  shore 
of  the  lake.  Even  now  grain  is  brought  by 
Canadian  steamers  from  Duluth.  With  en- 
larged capacity  for  carrying,  and  facilities  for 
rapid  discharge  and  speedy  transit  to  tide 
water,  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  line  would  be  able 
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to  compete  with  more  Boathern  routes,  and 
thus,  iQ  an  important  degree,  promote  the 
interests  of  the  lower  St.  Lawrence  navigation. 
Cars  loaded  at  Lake  Superior  would  follow  a 
course  direct  to  Montreal  and  Quebec 

**The  facilities  for  bridging  the  River  St. 
Mary  will  doubtless  soon  lead  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  railway  connections  extending 
through  the  northern  part  of  Michigan,  and 
through  Wisconsin  to  Minnesota.  Already 
the  railways  of  the  United  States  south  of 
Lake  Superior  extend  to  Escanaba,  a  point  not 
more  than  150  miles  from  Sault  Ste.  Marie.  A 
railway  on  this  short  distance,  with  the  Sault 
Ste.  Marie  Branch,  would  connect  the  railway 
systems  of  the  North- Western  States  with  East- 
em  Canada.  All  the  country  north  and  west 
of  Green  Bay  and  St.  Paul  would  have  a  choice 
of  outlets.  The  Canadian  outlet  would  be 
more  direct  than  any  route  via  ^Chicago  and 
the  south  shore  of  Lake  Michigan.  It  would 
consequently  command  the  traffic,  at  all 
seasons  of  the  year,  from  every  point  north  of 
the  latitude  of  St.  Paul." 

Now,  as  I  have  already  stated,  the  road 
to  Goulais  Bay  would  give  us  communi- 
cation with  our  North- West  territories 
for  eight  months  of  the  year.  The  hon. 
Senator  from  Victoria  (Mr.  Ryan)  said 
nine  months  ;  but,  to  be  within  the  mark, 
I  say  eight  months.  These  would  be  the 
most  important  months.  The  lake  would 
be  open  long  enough  to  allow  the  fall 
crop  to  come  out,  and,  as  I  have  already 
said,  it  would  bring  our  immigrants  in 
without  being  exposed  to  the  temptations 
of  United  States  land  agents.  W  hile  the 
construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  is  going  on,  the  rails  and  other 
materials  for  its  construction  could  be 
carried  by  this  route  cheaper  and  better 
than  by  any  other.  Probably  it  wtis  not 
necessary  for  me  to  say  so  much  on  this 
subject  t3-day,  because  there  has 
been  an  almost  unanimous  expression 
of  sentiment  in  favor  of  the  Sault  route 
in  both  Houses,  and  throughout  the 
country,  and  I  do  not  think  I  should 
have  said  anything  about  it  if  it  had  not 
been  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  leads 
the  Government  in  this  House,  when  the 
subject  was  last  before  us,  seemed  to  dis- 
sent from  the  view  that  I  then  expressed, 
and  intimated  that  the  construction  of 
this  road  would  interfere  with  the  canals. 
Now,  supposing  the  road  did  interfere 
with  the  canals,  and  carry  some  of  the 
freight  that  would  otherwise  go  by  water, 
there  is  one  fact  to  be  considered :  it 
would  not  give  the  freight  to  foreign 
cities,  but  bring  it  to  the  same  point  that 
the  canals  would.  It  would  simply  be 
ffon,  Mr,  Power. 


that,  instea<l''of  going  by  the  canals, 
freight  would  go  by  our  own  railroad,  so 
that  we  would  not  be  any  worse  off  in 
the  one  case  than  in  the  other.  But 
my  contention  is  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  not  correct.  Either 
canals  can  compete  with  railways  or 
they  cannot.  If  they  cannot,  then  the 
St  Lawrence  Canals  cannot  compete 
with  the  railroads  running  both  north 
and  south  of  them,  and  the  enormous  sums 
that  we  are  expending  on  the  Wetland 
and  other  canals  are  thrown  away.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  gentleman 
takes  that  view  of  the  matter  or  not ; 
but,  if  canals  cannot  compete  with  rail- 
ways, then  the  only  policy  for  the 
country  to  pursue  is  immediately  to  stop 
the  expenditure  on  canals.  The  proba- 
bilities are  that,  if  this  railway  were 
completed,  the  heavy  freight  would  go 
by  the  canals  when  they  wei-e  open,  and 
that  the  railroad  would  carry  all  the 
heavy  freight  when  the  canals  were 
closed,  and  the  light  freight  and  passen- 
gers during  the  season  of  navigation. 
But  I  contend  that,  instead  of  this  rail- 
road being  an  injury  to  the  canals,  its 
principal  effect  would  be  to  give  our 
great  North  -  west  and  the  extreme 
North-western  States  a  new  and  bet- 
ter outlet  than  they  have  by  existing 
routes  through  the  United  States, 
and  would  attract  the  freight  that  now 
s:oes  over  American  roads  to  our  own 
lines  and  our  own  ports.  I  think  hon. 
gentlemen  must  feel  that,  looking  at  the 
fact  that  we  have  expended  so  much 
money  for  which  we  are  getting  no  return, 
and  seeing  that  we  have  here  a  public 
work  which,  if  constructed,  would  bring 
in  some  return  for  the  vast  sums  of  money 
that  have  been  expended  on  public  works, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  let 
the  country  have  that  road  as  soon  as 
possible.  The  Minister  of  Railways  has 
intimated,  in  a  speech  made,  I  think,  in 
Montreal,  that  this  railway  is  to  be 
opened  at  the  same  time  that  the  road 
from  Fort  William  to  Red  River  is  com- 
pleted. Unless  some  action  is  taken  by 
the  Government  themselves,  within  a 
very  few  months,  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie 
road  cani^ot  be  opened  by  1882  >  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  they  ought  to  take 
steps  at  once  towards  prosecuting  this 
undertaking.  I  have  already  said  that 
the   Government   have   not    laid   down 
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their  policy  ver^  clearly  or  decidedly  in 
connection  with  this  matter,  but  the 
drift  of  the  remarks  made  by  certain 
members  of  the  Grovemment  is  to  the 
effect  that  this  railroad  should  be  built 
by  private  enterprise.  There  is  not 
enough  capital  in^  Canada  available  to 
construct  that  road  by  private  enterprise, 
and  if  it  does  not  receive  assistance  from 
the  Government,  the  probabilities  are  that 
we  shall  remain  as  we  now  are — reap- 
ing" no  benefit  for  our  vast  expenditure  in 
the  west — for  a  number  of  years.  If 
the  Grovemment  would  even  loan  the 
money  to  the  Canada  Central  Railway 
Company,  the  desired  object  might  be 
attained,  and  the  money  advanced,  could, 
probably  be  all  lepaid  in  future 
years  when  the  business  of  the 
road  would  be  established.  If  that 
is  not  done,  either  the  road  may 
not  be  constructed  at  all,  or  it  may 
be  built  by  United  States  capital,  and 
if  that  is  the  case,  the  probabilities 
are  that  the  railway  will,  as  far  as  pos 
sible,  be  made  to  serve  American  inter- 
ests rather  than  our  own.  I  think  it 
would  be  very  unwise  now,  when  we 
have  an  opportunity  to  build  the  road, 
so  as  to  benefit  ourselves,  i^ot  to  under- 
take it.  As  I  have  before  remarked,  this 
is  a  commercial  railway,  and  I  think  it 
ought  to  be  built  with  a  view  to  traffic 
alona  I  refer  to  this  because,  in  the 
speech  to  which  I  have  alluded,  the 
Minister  of  Railways  said  that  this  road 
might  be  utilized  for  60  or  70  miles  west 
of  Nipissing,  if  a  road  should  eventually 
be  built  north  of  Lake  Superior ;  but  if 
this  railway  is  built  now  it  will  not  be 
necessary  to  construct  a  road  north  of 
Lake  Superior  for  a  number  of  years  to 
come,  and  when  it  has  to  be 
built,  it  may  be  found  that  a 
much  better  line  is  available  than 
that  by  Sturgeon  Biver.  The  pro- 
posal to  build  by  Sturgeon  River  on  the 
fine  that  has  been  surveyed  will  practi- 
cally add  some  30  miles  to  the  length  of 
the  road,  and  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  abandon  that  route, 
and  find  out,  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible, 
the  ^t  line  from  South-East  Bay  to 
Groulais  Bay.  There  is  no  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  route  from  the  mouth 
of  Spanish  River,  westward.  Mr.  Mur- 
dock's  line  has,  I  believe,  been  generally 
accepted  as  the  best  route  for  that  sec- 
Hon,  Mr.  Power. 


tion  of  the  road,  and  the  onlj  question  to 
be  settled  is  whether  it  is  better  to  go 
north  or  south  of  Lake  Nipissing.  I 
understand  that  a  fairly  good  line  has 
been  found  to  the  north  of  Lake  Nipissing 
by  the  Beuve  River  as  far  as  Lake  Nipe- 
wasing,  but  I  have  been  informed  by 
gentlemen  in  a  position  to  know,  that 
from  there  to  the  mouth  of  Spanish 
River,  the  country  is  rough  and  broken, 
and  that  it  is  impossible  to  get  a  line 
through  without  very  great  cost. 
That  is  a  point  that  I  think  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  settle  at  as 
early  a  date  as  possible.  On  the  south 
of  Lake  Nipissing  a  comparatively  easy 
line  can  be  found  as  far  as  French  River. 
It  has  been  made  quite  clear  by  an 
instrumental  survey  by  Mr.  Ridout,  in 
1877,  that  we  can  get  almost  due  west 
from  the  crossing  of  French  River  at  the 
Chaudi^re  to  the  Garnet  or  Murdock 
River,  a  distance  of  more  than  20  miles. 
There  is  no  difficulty  on  that  line  as  far  as 
that  point,  and  Mr.  Murdock*s  report  and 
other  reliable  information,  shew  that  no 
serious  difficulty  exists  as  far  as  Spanish 
River.  There  are  no  heavy  grades  on  the 
line,  and  very  few  heavy  works.  I  think 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government,  having 
had  the  necessary  surveys  made,  to  select 
the  line  which  has  the  shortest  mileage 
and  gives  the  easiest  gradients.  I  am 
in  hopes,  from  the  expressions  used 
by  the  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals,  that  this  will  be  done,  and  that 
the  Canada  Central  Railway  will  be 
subsidized  by  an  absolute  grant,  or  by  a 
loan,  so  that  the  work  may  be  begun 
before  Parliament  meets  again.  I  shall 
now  call  attention  to  an  error  which  was 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey),  who  is  usually 
very  accurate  in  his  statements.  In  the 
course  of  the  debate  which  took  place  on 
the  5th  of  April,  on  this  subject,  I 
used  the  following  language  : — 

<<  I  think  I  may  venture  to  claim  the  honor 
of  having  been  the  first  to  submit  to  Parlia- 
ment any  detailed  statement  of  the  benefits 
that  were  likely  to  aocme  from  the  Saalt  Ste. 
Marie  Railway." 

The  hon.  gentleman  will  observe  that  I 
did  not  claim  the  credit  of  being  the  first 
to  call  attention  to  this  scheme.  I  sim- 
ply claimed  the  credit  of  having  been  the 
fii*st  to  submit  any  detailed  statement  of 
its  advantages ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
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from  Amherst,  in  his  speech  in  reference 
to  this  point,  said  : — 

«  I  should  not  have  risen  had  it  not  been 
that  the  hon.  Senator  from  Hali&z  (Mr. 
Power)  has  ventured  to  say  that  he  was  the 
first  to  bring  the  subject  before  the  Senate 
when  he  introduced  it  last  year.  I  can  only 
account  for  the  misconception  of  my  hon. 
friend  by  calling  his  attention  to  the  &ct  that, 
when  these  views  were  first  expressed  here, 
he  was  not  a  member  of  the  Senate  at  all .  It 
was  in  1870  or  1871  that  my  hon.  friend  from 
Saugeen  (Mr.  Macpherson),  whose  absence  we 
all  deplore,  first  brought  this  question  promi- 
nently before  us.  On  that  occasion,  having 
made  up  my  mind  on  the  subject,  I  ventured 
cordially  to  support  it.  We  (wo,  at  that  time, 
stood  almost  alone  in  the  contention  that  a 
line  to  connect  the  Canada  Central  with  the 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  should  be  subsidized  by  the 
Government  or  built  as  part  of  the  Canada 
Pacific.  We  were  overwhelmed  with  objec- 
tions when  we  ventured  to  press  that  view  upon 
the  House.  It  is  but  fiiir  to  state  that  we  fur- 
ther contended  that  the  construction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  proper  should  com- 
mence at  the  Bed  River  and  go  westward,  so 
as  to  attract  immigration  into  the  North- 
west, and  thus  afford  the  means  of  afterwards 
building  the  line  from  Winnipeg  eastward,  to 
Lake  Superior.  That  policy  was  reversed 
by  the  late  Government  Our  contention 
was  that  we  should,  for  a  time,  at  all  events 
for  years  to  come,  direct  our  attention 
to  building  a  railway  to  the  Sault,  so  as 
to  carry  out  two  objects :— ^ne,  to  tap 
the  navigation  of  Lake  Superior,  and 
take  the  ttade  which  would  come  from  the 
North- West  by  that  lake  or  by  the  extension 
from  Red  River  when  built ;  and  the  other  to 
take  the  trade  which  would  come  over  any 
American  system  of  railways  that  would  be 
constructed  south  of  Lake  Superior.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Quints  (Mr.  Read)  and  myself,  on 
several  occasions,  battled  against  the  Georgian 
Bay  Branch.  We  contended  that,  instead  of 
wasting  money  upon  an  unprofitable  and,  as  &r 
as  we  knew,  an  impracticable  undertaking,  we 
should  extend  our  railway  system  to  Sault  St 
Marie.  That  was  the  contention  for  years  in 
this  House,  and  I  was  surprised,  therefore,  to 
find  that  our  attention  was  first  called  to  it 
last  year." 

Now,  my  statement,  as  .made,  was  cor- 
rect in  every  particular,  even  though  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  previously  called  at- 
tention to  the  advantages  of  this  line, 
because  he  did  n  )t  pretend  that  he  had 
ever  gone  into  its  advantages  in  detail ; 
and  I  find  that,  so  far  from  being  as  ac- 
curate as  he  generally  is,  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman is,  in  the  present  instance, 
decidedly  inaccurete  —  that  is  if 
the  published  debates  of  this  House 
give  anything  like  a  correct  impression 
of  the  speeches  that  were  made  in  past 
years  by  the  various  members  who 
Hon.  Mr,  Power, 


addressed  it.  The  hon.  gentleman 
referred  to  1870  and  1871  as  the  time  at 
which  he  had  expi*essed  a  preference  for 
the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  route.  I  have  taken 
pains  to  go  over,  as  carefully  as  I  could, 
the  debates  beginning  with  1870  and  end- 
ing with  last  year  ;  and  the  first  time  upon 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst, 
as  far  as  my  research  has  enabled  me  to 
ascertain,  referred  with  approval  or 
otherwise  to  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  route, 
was  in  1879,  after  the  matter  had  been 
brought  before  the  House  by  myself.  It 
will  be  remarked  that  the  hofi.  gentleman 
stated  that  the  hon.  member  for  Saugeen, 
now  our  Speaker,  whom  we  are  all  very 
glad  to  see  in  his  place,  advocated  the 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  road  at  that  time. 
There  was  no  discussion  upon  the  subject 
of  the  Pacific  Railway  in  1870  ;  but  there 
was  in  1871,  and  I  find  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  is  now  our  Speaker  used 
the  following  language : — 

«  If  the  railways  of  the  United  States  are 
built  up  to  the  boundaries  of  the  North- West 
Territories,  as  they  will  be  very  soon,  why 
not  avail  ourselves  of  the  facilities  they  will 
afford  us,  and  thereby  save  large  expenditures 
for  the  present.  Beginning  our  railway  then, 
westward  ot  the  frontier,  we  can  work  our  way 
easily  &nd  economically ;  we  can  carry  mate- 
rials and  supplies  without  diflculty ;  and 
furthermore,  we  will  at  once  open  up  a  conn, 
try  most  suitable  for  emigrants.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve any  other  course  than  this  can  be  easily 
adopted  under  existing  circumstances.  I  do 
not  jrield  to  any  hon.  gentleman  in  the  desire 
to  see  an  intercolonial  railway  through  Brithth 
territory,  but  we  should  advance  prudently, 
using  the  American  lines  to  our  north-western 
frontier,  build  our  railway  westwards  through 
our  prairie  lands,  which  are  so  attractive  to 
settlers,  and  carefully  explore  the  country  be- 
tween Fort  Garry  and  Lake  Nipissing  before 
undertaking  to  build  a  railway  through  it." 

That  is  all  the  hon.  gentleman  said  on 
that  subject.  There  is  not  a  word  there 
about  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Railway,  nor 
any  reference  to  it  whatever.  It  might 
be  contended  that  there  was  some  little 
reference  to  it  in  that  language,  though 
it  is  not  the  natural  meaning  of  the 
words;  but,  in  order  to  remove  any 
doubt  on  that  subject,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Amherst,  speaking  later  in  the 
same  debate,  uskl  the  following  language  : 
«My  hon.  friend  from  Toronto  strongly 
urged  the  propriety  of  commencing  the  con- 
struction of  the  railway  at  Pembina,  taking  it 
to  Fort  Garry,  and  thence  westward.  This 
view  is  a  rational  one,  and  commends  itself  to 
us  in  many  ways.  If  we  have  a  line  to  Pem- 
bina connecting  with  the  Amecicaa  system  of 
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railways,  we  have  the  means  of  moving  our 
materials  and  supplies  with  facility  and  com- 
parative cheapness.  More  than  that,  you  will 
have  a  tide  of  emigration  following  the  road — 
the  laborers,  on  the  completion  of  the  line, 
will  naturally  settle  alongside  it." 

There  is  no  reference  whatever  there,  or 
in  any  other  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman's 
speech,  to  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  route. 
I  find  a  reference  to  it  in  1873  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Saugeen.  At  page 
92  of  the  debates  of  that  year,  that  hon. 
gentleman  is  reported  to  have  said  : — 
<<  Sir  Hugh  Allan  said  he  had  been  pro- 
moting another  railway  from  Carleton 
Place,  on  the  south  side  of  the  Ottawa,  to 
Sault  Ste.  Marie,  striking  the  Georgian  Bay 
about  the  mouth  of  Trent  (French  7)  River. 
That  line  was  of  great  importance,  as  it  would 
take  the  entire  trade  of  the  west  and  north, 
west,  by  connecting  with  the  Northern  Pacific 
Railway,  That  would  form  nearly  an  air 
line,  and  a  very  considerable  portion  of  the 
western  trade  must  come  by  it,  for  there  was  no 
other  way  to  reach  the  seaboard  so  quickly.'' 

These  are  the  sentiments  of  Sir  Hugh 
Allan ;  and  they  seem  to  be  the  prevailing 
sentiments  of  the  House  and  country  just 
now ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  went  on  : — 
<<  It  is  not  an  attractive  statement  to  make 
to  capitalists  when  inviting  them  t  o  invest 
money  in  the  construction  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  to  be  told  by  its  chief  promoter 
that  he  is  interested  in  another  road,  that  will 
take  the  whole  of  the  trade  that  might  be  ex- 
pected to  come  over 'an  important  section  of 
the  Canadiax^  Pacific  Railway." 

Again,  at  page  94,  he  is  reported  to  have 
used  the  following  language : — 

"  I  would  have  advised  the  company  to  do 
what  I  now  advise  the  GK)vemment  to  do  : 
Begin  to  build  the  railway  at  the  north- 
western frontier  at  Pembina,  extend  it  into 
our  prairie  country  to  Fort  Garry  beyond. 
There  must  be  a  basis  i^orded  for  the  building 
of  a  railway,  as  for  the  supply  of  an  army.  In 
the  country  I  refer  to,  the  railway  could  be 
cheaply  constructed,  and  would  open  the 
country  for  settlers.  I  would  also  have  com- 
menced on  the  Pacific  coast,  to  keep  &ith 
with  British  Ck>lumbia,  and,  while  doing  this, 
I  would  explore  the  rest  of  the  country  thor- 
oughly from  Lake  Nipissing  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean,  so  as  to  ascertain  and  be  able  to  shew 
to  capitalists  what  the  cost  of  the  railway 
would  be,  what  its  grades,  and  what  the  nature 
of  the  country  covered  by  the  land  subsidy. 
While  all  this  was  being  done,  probably  two 
hundred  miles  of  railway  might  be  constructed 
— a  portion  in  the  prairie  country,  a  portion 
on  the  Pacific  coast— occupying,  perhaps, 
three  years,  and  involving  an  expenditure  of 
eight  to  nine  millions  of  dollars." 

IJfind  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Am- 
herst made  several  speeches,  both  on  the 
Hon,  Mr,  Power, 


Canadian  Piicidc  Railway  generally,  and  on 
the  Greorgian  Bay  Branch.  Those  speeches 
are  reported  in  our  debates,  I   do  not 
know  bow  fully  ;  and  it  is  possible  that 
the  references  of  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man speaks  may  have  been  omitted,  but 
there  is  not  any  advocacy  of  the  Sault 
Ste.  Marie  road,  or  any  suggestion  in  any 
of  those  speeches,  of  the  propriety   of 
building  that  road.     The  hon.  gentleman- 
intimated  once  or  twice  that  he  adopted 
the  theory  and  endorsed  the^  sentiments 
of  the  hon.  member  from  Saugeen,  and  T 
have  shewn  the  House  that  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Saugeen  was   rather  hostile 
to  that  scheme  than  otherwise.     I  think 
I  am  justified  in  feeling  that,  unless  the^ 
hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst  is  able  to 
shew   some  passage  where  he  advocated 
this  road,  he  has  faflen  into  a  very  much 
greater  error  this  session  as  well  as  last 
session,  than  that  of  which  he  accused  me. 
Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  has,  I  think,   gone  even< 
beyond   the  latitude    allowed    in    such 
cases  as  this.     The  House  will  have  to 
go  very  slowly  in  suffering  any  enlarge- 
ment of  the  scope  of  questions   brought 
in  this  way,  othei*wi6e  we  shall  get  into 
great  confusion.     The  hon.   gentleman's 
question  is  one  upon   which  I  can  give 
no  very   definite  reply.      The  Govern- 
ment is  under  the  impression  that,  so  far 
as  regards  the  general  line  of  road,   they 
already  have  surveys  of  the  best  line  be- 
tween  the  South-East  Bay  and  Spanish 
River.   They  do  not  desire  to  say  so  posi- 
tively or  absolutely,  but  they  think  they 
have  all    the  information  required    to 
determine  the  general   line.     I   do  not 
care   to   enter  into  the   question  as  to 
whether  I  waj  right  or  wrong,  the  other 
day,  in   some  remarks  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  says   I   made  as  tothe  possi- 
bility of  this  railway,  if  it  is  constructed,, 
injuring  our    canals  ;    but  whatever  I 
said     on     that    occasion    I     am     per- 
fectly   willing  to    continue    responsible 
for.      My      impression      is      that,     at 
the  moment,  I  misunderstood  the  hon. 
gentleman,  and  thought  he  had  said  that 
the    railway  was  going   to  benefit  the 
canals,  and  I  was  about  replying  to  that 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  he  had  not 
said  so,  and  I,  without  farther  remark, 
turned  to  another  topic  upon  which  I 
desired  to  speak  in  connection  with  the 
general  question  then  befoi'e  the  House. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— After  the 
pointed  reference  made  to  myself,  it  can 
hardly  be  expected  that  I  should  allow 
this  discussion  to  close  without  an  ob- 
servation or  two.  At  the  same  time,  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  with  me 
that  it  is  a  matter  of  very  small  import- 
ance to  the  country  whether  I  forget 
statements  which  were  made  on  former 
occasions,  or  whether  I  introduced  into 
this  debate  statements  which  I  supposed 
to  have  been  made  by  other  gentlemen 
ten  years  ago.  I  think  that  our  time  is 
not  very  profitably  employed  in  going 
into  discussions  of  that  kind,  but,  for  my- 
self, I  have  no  complaint  to  make  against 
the  hon.  gentleman ;  my  only  regret  is 
that  he  had  not  given  me  notice  of  the 
lin'e  he  was  going  to  take,  that  I  might 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  defending 
myself.  But  I  do  protest  strongly 
against  the  course  oi  the  hon.  gentleman 
in  including  in  his  criticisms  a  gentle- 
man who  is  not  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  to  defend  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  beg  the  hon. 
gentleman's  pardon,  I  did  not  criticise  the 
Speaker  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  ventured  to  state  that  an  hon. 
member  has  not  made  any  contention  of 
the  sort  that  he  has  described,  but  I 
want  to  call  his  attention  to  the  general 
scope  of  the  remarks  ihat  are  reported, 
and  I  think  he  will  find  that  he  is  en- 
tirely mistaken.  A  debate  took  place  on 
this  question  last  year,  in  which  I  took 
part,  and  I  spoke  then,  after  an  interval 
of  some  nine  or  ten  years,  as  to  what  had 
taken  place  on  a  former  occasion.  When 
the  matter  was  brought  up  this  session, 
in  the  same  way,  a  year  further  from  the 
time  I  adverted  to,  if  I  made  a  mistake 
as  to  what  was  or  was  not  said  some  ten 
years  previous,  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  the  House  will  agree  that  it  was  a 
venial  ofifence,  and  was  not  one  that 
called  for  the  remarks  that  have  been 
made  to-day.  Why  this  criticism  was 
not  made  last  year,  when  I  made  the 
same  statement,  then  confirmed  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Saugeen  (Mr.  Macpherson), 
I  cannot  understand.  With  regard  to 
the  debates  that  took  plaee  in  the  years 
anterior  to  1871,  unfortunately,  we  have 
got  no  official  report  of  them.  1  spoke 
loosely  of  1870  or  1871  aa  the  time  that 
Hon,  Sir  Alex,  Campbell, 


this  debate  took  place.  There  was  a 
debate  in  the  year  1870,  and  there  was  a 
debate  on  the  same  subject  in  the 
pi*evious  year  also,  for  I  find,  on  reference 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  from 
Saugeen  in  1871,  whose  conduce  has 
been  criticibod  to-day,  and  which  my  hon. 
friend  has  not  thought  proper  to  quote, 
that  he  refers  to  a  debate  that  took  place 
two  years  before — in  1869.  While  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Power)  was  looking  up 
these  discrepencies  for  his  own  amuse- 
ment— certainly  not  for  the  edification  of 
the  House — ^he  might  have  looked  up  the 
debate  to  which  the  hon.  member  from 
Saugeen  had  referred  when  he  said  in 
1871  "  I  said  two  years  ago."  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Hidifax  says  that  he  only 
looked  at  the  debates  of  1870  and  1«71, 
because,  speaking  after  the  lapse  of  ten 
years,  I  said  loosely  "  1870  or  1871," 
in  which  I  was  confirmed  by  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Militia.  Perhaps  it  is  not 
the  hon.  gentleman's  fault  that  he  has 
not  looked  up  the  debate  of  1869,  because 
there  is  no  record  of  it,  but  I  spoke  in 
my  own  recollection,  and  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  other  members  of  the  House, 
some  of  whom  confirmed  me  in  the 
strongest  manner,  that  reference  was 
made  to  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  rail- 
way project,  but  the  question  was 
not  discussed,  fot  this  obvious 
reason  ;  that  the  construction  of 
the  line  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie  at  that 
time  was  not  a  practical  question  of  the 
day ;  it  was  only  the  year  in  which 
British  Columbia  entered  the  Union. 
It  was  not  a  practical  question  of  the 
day,  and,  therefore,  it  was  not  thought 
necessary  that  we  should  go  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  that  kind,  and  the  reference 
made  to  the  scheme  in  1869  was  merely 
incidental  in  connection  with  an  Ameri- 
can system  of  railways,  which  might  or 
might  not  be  brought  to  the  south  shore 
of  Lake  Superior  to  connect  at  Sault  Ste. 
Marie.  That  was  all  that  was  said,  and 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  referred  to 
the  observations  quoted,  and  followed 
them  up,  he  would  have  found  this  to  be 
the  policy  that  was  advocated  :  that  we 
should  have  our  connections,  whether  on 
one  part  of  the  frontier  or  another,  with 
the  American  system  of  railways.  The 
one  then  being  suggested,  in  1871,  was 
the  line  to  Pembina,  which  was  about 
150  miles  from  the  Minnesota  railways, 
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ihe  same  distance  as  Sault  Ste.  Marie 
from  the  nearest  American  railway. 
That  was  nine  or  ten  years  ago;  yet, 
in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Sangeen,  he  brought  out  dis- 
tinctly the  fact,  that  we  ought  to 
connect  with  the  American  system  of 
railways  in  order  to  carry  on  our  trade 
wherever  .we  might  capture  it.  And 
that  very  principle  applied  to  the 
railway  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie  as 
well  as  to  the  branch  from  Fort 
Garry  to  Pembina.  That  was  all  that 
was  contended  for  at  the  time,  and  the 
reference  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie  could  only 
have  been  an  incidental  reference,  made 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  out  the  fact 
as  confirmatory  of  this  principle  that 
had  been  contended  for.  If  my  hon. 
friend  from  Halifax  is  not  satisfied  with 
the  testimony  I  have  given  him,  I  will 
give  him  another  witness  in  the  person 
of  the  hon.  member  from  Fredericton 
(Mr.  Wark),  who,  the  other  day,  stood 
^p  in  his  place  and  said  that  he,  nine  or 
ten  years  ago,  had  advocated  this  line  to 
Sault  Ste.  Marie.  He  advocated  it,  just 
as  we  all  spoke  of  it,  as  a  suggested  line. 
No  one  of  ua,  as  I  can  recollect,  ever 
spoke  of  it  in  any  other  connection  than 
as  a  part  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Hail- 
way  ;  that  our  road  should  be  so  made  as  to 
touch  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  and,  if  connection 
could  be  made  there  with  the  American 
system  on  the  south  side,  so  much  the 
better.  The  statements  of  the  hon. 
member  from  Fredericton  (Mr.  Wark), 
were  no  stronger  than  my  own  on  this 
question  at  the  time,  for  the  obvious 
reason  that  any  reference  to  the  Sault 
Ste.  Marie  project  was  only  incidental  to 
the  main  question  under  debate.  All 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Wark)  is 
reported  to  have  said  in  that  debate  is  : — 
« I  would  give  the  people  of  Bed  River  a 
railway  from  Red  River  to  Pembina,  where 
connection  with  the  American  system  of  rail- 
ways will  be  made.'' 

I  had  forgotten  that  he  had  even  said 
that  much,  and  when  I  stated,  the  other 
day,  that  the  hon.  member  from  Saugeen 
■and  myself  had  stood  almost  alone  in  the 
position  taken  at  that  time,  I  should  be 
very  sorry  to  b«  understood  as  not  wish- 
ing to  give  any  hon.  gentleman  the  credit 
of  entering  into  the  same  line  of  argu- 
ment that  we  did.  I  may  say  further, 
*hat,  while  the  year  1871  is  the  first  year 
Ban,  Mr,  Dickey, 


on  which  we  had  official  i*eports  published, 
it  is  a  curious  fact  that  that  report  was 
conducted  the  first  year  upon  the  con- 
densed principle — so  much  so  that,  while 
I  hold  in  my  hands  the  reports  for  three 
years,  1871,  1872  and  1873,  the  whole 
publication  amounts  only  to  something 
like  one-fourth  of  the  volume  containing 
the  debates  of  1878,  so  that  it  is  in  vain 
for  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax, 
who  was  not  here  at  all,  to  attempt  to 
criticise  the  views  expressed  by  members 
of  this  House  on  former  occasions.  The 
hon  gentleman,  in  his  speech  delivered 
last  session,  said  that  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Railways  had  actually  suggested,  in  a 
speech  that  he  had  delivered,  that  the 
line  should  go  north  of  Lake  Nipissing, 
and  from  that  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  yet 
he  takes  credit  to  himself  as  being  the 
first  public  man  to  call  attention  to  this 
project.  These  are  the  facts,  as  stated  in 
his  own  speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Be  kind  enough 
to  quote  the  passage  in  which  I  said  that 
in  my  speech  of  last  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  horn  gentle- 
man, speaking  in  the  year  1879  (page 
316),  quoted  from  the  Montreal  Herald 
the  Minister  of  Railway's  intimation 
that 

"  It  would  be  advisable  to  locate  the  termi- 
nus at  the  eastern  end  of  Lake  Nipissing, 
Instead  of  at  South  River,  and  to  canalize  the 
French  River  from  that  lake  to  Georgian  Bay, 
or  to  spend  the  $800,000  intended  for  the  road 
from  South  River  to  French  River  in  continu- 
ing the  railway  north  of  the  lake  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  proposed  line  around  Lake  Superior 
to  Fort  William." 

So  that  Sir  Charles  Tupper  is  entitled  to 
the  credit  of  making  the  suggestion  long 
before  it  occurred  to  the  hon.  member. 

Hon,  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentle 
man  will  see  that .  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Railways  proposed  to  go  north  of  Lake 
Superior. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— If  you  con- 
struct a  railway  from  the  eastern  end  of 
Lake  l^ipissing  to  Fort  William,  you 
must  go  north  of  Lake  Superior.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  reads  the  speech  made  in 
another  place,  he  will  €nd  that  the 
shortest  line  is  by  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  and 
by  the  north  side  of  the  lake,  instead 
of  going  away  round  north  of  Nipe- 
gon      Bay,      making     the      line     very 
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much  longer.  I  think  that  is  the  policy 
which  the  Minister  of  Kail  ways  has 
suggested,  rather  than  enunciated,  in 
his  speech  on  a  recent  memorable  occa- 
sion, and  whether  it  is  followed  up  by 
offeiing  assistance  to  a  company  to  under- 
take it  or  not  is  of  comparatively  little 
consequence.  I  was  surprised  to 
hear  the  hon.  member,  in  his  oi>ening 
remarks,  state  that  the  country  had  al- 
ready been  committed  to  a  great  many 
unproductive  works,  and  yet  his  strange 
inconsistency,  which  the  House  will  find 
is  not  peculiar  in  this  case,  has  suggested 
another  unprofitable  work  for  the 
Government  to  undertake,  because 
he  is  not  satisfied  with  letting 
a  company  take  hold  of  it  without  a 
bonus  or  subsidy.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  ventured  to  accuse  me  of  inconsist- 
ency in  this  matter,  but  he  has  done  me 
the  kindness  to  indicate  that  his  observa- 
tions could  be  but  imperfectly  heard,  and 
he  is,  in  that,  quite  correct.  I  under- 
stood him  to  say,  in  his  opening  remarks, 
that  he  was  the  first  public  man  to  call 
attention  to  this  railway  project  to  the 
Sault.  I  observe  that,  in  his  revised 
speech,  as  afterwards  published,  he  says 
that  he  was  the  first  to  make  a  "de- 
tailed "  statement  in  this  matter.  How 
that  came  about  is  of  very  little  conse- 
quence to  me ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  very  properly  stated  that  it  was 
because  I  did  not  hear  him  make  that 
statement  I  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  he  was  not  the  first  to  introduce  the 
subject.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
stood  up  on  that  occasion  and  corrected 
me,  by  saying  he  was  the  first  person  to 
make  a  "  detailed  "  statement,  it  would 
have  saved  me  a  great  deal  of  trouble, 
but  he  did  not  do  so.  He  has  accused 
me  cf  inconsistency  in  this  matter,  be- 
cause, on  a  former  occasion,  I  did  not 
support  this,  or  I  did  n(>t  support  that, 
but  he  obliges  me  to  remind  him  that,  on 
this  question  particularly — the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway — he  is  not  in  a  position 
to  accuse  any  one  of  inconsistency ;  for 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  distinguished  his 
career  in  this  House,  for  at  all  events 
two  years,  by  supporting  every  objection- 
able feature  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way policy  of  the  late  Government  He 
was  not  content  with  merely  supporting 
the  Creorgian  Bay  Branch  as  an  integral 
part  of  the  Pacific  Railway,  while  he 
Hon,  Mr,  Dickey. 


ought  to  have  known  that,  if  the  Georgian 
Bay  Branch  scheme  had  been  carried 
out,  there  was  an  end  to  the  Sault 
Ste.  Marie  project.  The  policy  \  of  the 
late  Government  was  to  make  no  rail- 
way connection  whatever  with  Fort 
William,  but  to  adopt  the  water 
stretches^  including  this  unnecessary  and 
expensive  branch,  which  they  afterwards 
admitted,  and  the  pi^esent  Government 
have  been  obliged  to  admit,  was  an 
unwise  policy.  Not  content  with  sup- 
porting the  Georgian  Bay  Branch  scheme,, 
which  was  an  efiectual  stopper  upon  the 
line  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, in  187S,  supported,  in  the  strongest 
manner  one  of  tJie  most  objectionable 
features  of  the  policy  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  Pacific  Railway — the 
Fort  Frances  Lock.  He  not  only  did 
that,  but  he  supported  them  in  that 
equally  unfortunate— I  do  not  wish  to  use 
stronger  language  here— but  that  equally 
unfortunate  job  of  the  Kaministiquia 
terminus  ;  he  supported  them  also  in  tjiat, 
perhaps,  equally  unfortunate  purchase  of 
those  steel  rails  and  all  the  results  that 
have  followed  from  it,  and,  after  doing  all 
this,  he  distinguished  himself  a  year 
afterwards,  on  the  change  of  Government, 
by  declaring  that  he  regretted  the 
previous  Government  had  not  abandoned 
the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
on  taking  office.  The  hon.  member,  not 
content  with  supporting  the  Government 
in  every  objectionable  feature  of  their 
conduct,  including  the  running  of  the 
line  through  the  muskegs  and  uninhabi- 
table country  north  of  Lake  Manitoba, 
and  the  leasing  of  the  Pembina  Branch 
to  an  American  ring,  distinguished  him- 
self by  stating  that  the  late  Government 
ought  not  to  have  gone  on  with  this 
Pacific  Railway,  as  it  was  a  ruinous 
policy.  Under  those  circumstances,  I 
think  the  hon.  member  will  scarcely  feel 
that  he  is  in  a  positon  to  attack 
me  for  anything  that  I  have  said 
or  left  unsaid,  and,  really,  whether  I 
had  omitted  anything,  or  said  any- 
thing loosely  as  to  dates,  is  a  matter 
of  very  little  consequence  to  the  House, 
and  I  regret  that  it  has  been  made  the 
subject  of  debate  to-day.  I  do  not  wish 
to  go  into  further  particulars,  but  there 
are  very  suggestive  facts  connected  with 
this  sul^ect.  We  who  were  in  the  House 
at  the  time  that  these  discussions  took 
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place  many  years  ago,  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  not  a  member  of  the 
Senate,  recollect  perfectly  well  the  gen- 
eral character  of  the  debates.  The  re- 
ports were  so  imperfect  that  we  had  none 
At  all  for  1869  or  1870,  and  that  for  1871 
was  only  one-third  of  a  volume,  which  is 
itself  only  a  fourth  as  large  as  the  volume 
of  our  debates  in  1878.  We  were  not 
very  fully  reported,  but  had  those  con- 
flensed  reports  which  put  the  strongest 
points  of  a  matter,  and  I  very  much  wish 
that  we  still  had  such  reports.  It  is 
hardly  necessary  to  be  reminded  that — 
speaking  from  memory,  as  I  did  the 
other  day,  and  supported,  as  I  was,  not 
only  by  the  leader  of  the  Grovemment 
but  by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Frederic- 
ton,  who  had  the  manliness  to  rise  and 
say  that  he  had  advocated  the  project 
years  and  years  ago — I  should  not  have 
been  made  the  subject  of  such  comments 
as  we  have  heard  to-day.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  should  have  spoken  on  a  matter 
of  so  little  public  significance,  except  for 
the  purpose  of  putting  myself  right  in 
the  opinion  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  do  not 
agree  with  my  hon.  friend  from  Amherst, 
that  this  is  not  a  matter  of  very  great 
public  significance.  'J  he  Senate  discus- 
43ed  the  question  last  session,  and  once 
before  this  session,  and,  besides  the 
notice  which  has  brought  it  up  again  this 
evening,  I  see  another  notice  on  the 
paper  of  an  inquiry  to  be  made  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  DeSalaberry  TMr. 
Trudel)  next  Wednesday.  My  non. 
friend  from  Amherst  cannot  claim  to 
have  been  taken  by  surprise,  because  he 
has  shewn  that  he  was  prepared  for  it, 
and  this  notice  has  been  on  the  order 
paper  for  several  days,  and  everybody 
anticipated  that  my  hon.  friend  fix>m 
Halifax  (Mr.  Power)  would  refer  to  the 
discussion  which  took  place  a  few  days 
ago  upon  this  subject,  when  it  was 
claimed  that  he  suggested  nothing  new. 
Though  I  seldom  agree  with  him  (Mr. 
Power)  upon  anything,  I  concur  in  the 
opinion  that  he  was  the  first  member  who 
brought  this  matter  fully  and  clearly,  in 
<letail,  before  the  Senate,  and  he  convineed 
me  by  his  facts  and  reasoning.  I  dis- 
tmctly  remember  that  my  hon.  friend, 
who  now  so  ably  presides  over  the  House 
(Mr.  Macpherson)  frequentl}  questioned 
the  wisdom  of  the  Pacific  Railway  policy 
JTon.  Mr.  Dickey. 


in  the  past.  He  contended  that  it  was 
folly  to  build  the  line  from  Thunder  Bay 
to  Red  River  until  the  fertile  prairie 
country,  so  rich  in  unproductive  wealth, 
was  well  settled,  and  we  had  a 
better  knowledge  of  the  country  lying 
east  of  Manitoba — until  we  had  matured 
our  policy  and  could  proceed  intelligent- 
ly. The  Pembina  Branch  was  the  only 
ro^d  then  thought  of  to  connect  our  rail- 
ways in  the  west  with  the  American 
lines  then  existing.  It  was  impossible 
that  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie  project  could 
have  been  thought  of ;  there  were  no 
Ameiican  lines  extending  or  contemplated 
in  that  direction.  The  whole  idea  at 
that  time  was  to  find  an  immediate  out- 
let for  the  products  of  the  North-West, 
and  a  means  of  getting  a  population  into 
Manitoba,  and  that  led  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  Pembina  Branch.  There- 
fore, although  I  am  generally  in  harmony 
with  my  hon.  friend  from  Amherst  (Mr. 
Dickey),  I  think,  on  this  occasion,  he  was 
not  justified  in  charging  my  hon.  friend 
from  Halifax  (Mr.  Power)  with  incon- 
sistency or  presumption  in  claiming 
credit  for  having  been  first  to  bring  this 
subject  in  detail  to  the  notice  of  the 
House.  I  am  glad  that  the  Minister  of 
Railways  has  shewn  that  he  does  not 
regard  this  project  as  one  of  slight  im- 
portance. When  a  poiut  on  the  south- 
east side  of  Lake  Nipissing  was  fixed 
upon  as  the  eastern  terminus  of  the 
Pacific  Railway,  it  was  never  intended  to 
end  there  in  the  wilderness,  but  that 
place  was  regarded  as  neutral  ground 
between  Ontario  and  Quebec — the  point 
of  junction  where  the  railway  systems  of 
those  two  Provinces  could  unite  with  the 
great  highway  of  the  Dominion.  A  point 
on  the  south  shore  of  Lake^  Nipissing 
having  been  selected  as  the  terminus,  I 
cannot  understand  how  anyone  can  con- 
tend that  it  was  ever  contemplated  that 
the  line  should  go  nortii  of  Lake  Nipis- 
sing, or,  as  some  have  contended,  con- 
nect with  Lake  Huron.  Last  session, 
when  this  subject  was  under  discussion, 
I  called  attention  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Act  of  1872,  introduced  by  Sir 
George  £.  Cartier,  to  shew  that  this  was 
his  view  of  it,  and  the  preamble  of  the 
Act  distinctly  defines  it  in  the  following 
words : — 

<«A  Railway,  to    be  called  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  shall  be  made  in  conformity 
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with  the  agreement  referred  to  in  the  pre- 
amble of  this  Act,  and  such  railway  shall  ex- 
tend from  some  point  on  or  near  Lake  Nipis- 
sing,  and  on  the  south  shore  thereof,  to  some 
point  on  the  shore  of  the  Pacific  Ocean,  both 
the  said  points  to  be  determined  by  the  Gov- 
ernor in  Council." 

The  Georgian  Bay  Bi-anch  never  was 
contemplated  by  the  projectors  of  the 
scheme ;  its  inutility  and  the  great  cost 
to  connect  with  the  (Canadian  Pacific 
line  has  caused  it  to  be  abandoned. 
Therefore,  it  shews  that  we  are  pledged 
to  the  construction  of  that  railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Not  to 
Sault  Ste.  Marie. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— No ;  it  was 
to  be  an  all-rail  line  ;  but  if  you  take  the 
south  shore  of  Lake  Nipissing  as  the 
terminus,  you  can  hardly  run  the  line  on 
the  north  side  of  that  lake.  It  must 
take  the  south  shore.  And,  in  the  mean- 
time,  until  the  line  can  be  extended  from 
Thunder  Bay,  eastward,  round  Lake 
Superior, — whicb  is  in  the  far  future 
— I  see  no  other  feasible  plan  of  secur- 
ing the  carrying  trade  of  our  great 
West  but  by  extending  the  line  to  Sault 
Ste.  Marie,  with  which  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  in  the  future  would 
connect.  I  am  glad  to  learn,  from  the 
remarks  of  the  Minister  of  Railways  the 
other  day,  that  there  are  good  prospects 
of  an  all-rail  route  in  the  future,  and 
probably  the  near  future.  From  the  in- 
formation that  I  could  gather,  I  was 
under  the  impression  that,  from  Thunder 
Bay,  eastward,  on  the  north  and  east 
sides  of  Lake  Superior,  the  country  was 
rocky  and  barren,  and  that  the  railway 
would  have  to  cut  through  successive 
ridges  of  hills,  and  pass  over  deep  ravines 
running  at  right  angles  to  it.  I  was 
very  glad  to  learn,  from  reading  the 
speech  of  the  Minister  of  Railways,  the 
other  day,  that,  towards  the  head  of 
Lake  Superior,  there  is  a  very  fine  and 
well-timbered  tract  of  country.  These 
are  his  words : — 

"The  line  from  Nipissing  toward  the  head 
of  Lake  Superior  Is  found  to  be  an  extremely 
favorable  line,  running  through  an  even  coun- 
try well  timbered." 

If  that  is  the  case,  and  if  the  population 
of  the  Norih-West  should  inci*ease  as 
rapidly  as  we  anticipate,  it  wil|,  we  may 
expect,  if  not  within  a  few  years,  at  least 
before  very  many  years,  to  have  an  all- 
rail  connection  through  our  own  terri- 
non,  Mr,  KavJhach, 


tory    with    Manitoba  and   the    North- 
West.     In  the  meantime,  we  should  con- 
sider   whether  this  line   to   Sault   Ste. 
Marie  is  to  be  built,  and  whether  by  the 
Government  or  by  a  company  aided  by  a 
subsidy,  to  give  us  an  independent  route 
to  the  North- West,  in  summer,  for  eight 
months  of  the  year,   and  not  leave  us 
wholly  dependent  upon  tlie  United  States 
system  of  railways.     If  this  line  is  built, 
it  is  cleKr  that  we  will  have,  in   addition 
to   the   trade  of  our  own  North-West, 
much  of   the    traffic    from   Wisconsin, 
Minnesota  and  Northern  Michigan,  be- 
cause it  is  a  well-known  fact  that  trade 
will  find  the  shortest  and  cheapest  outlet 
to   the  seaboard.     As    the    hon.    Sena- 
tor from  Halifax  (Mr.  Power)  has  shewn, 
this  line  would  shorten  the  route  from 
Duluth  to   Montreal  some  four  or  five 
hundred  miles.      Duluth  occupies  a  fav- 
orable   position,  at    the  head  of  Lake 
Superior,  in  competing  with  Chicago  and 
Milwaukee  for  Uie  trade  of  the  North- 
western States,  and  the  building  of  this 
line  would  largely  increase   its  natural 
advantages.      With    the  prospect  of  a 
large  and  profitable  traffic,  the  Noithem 
Pacific  Railway  is  likely  to  connect  with 
our  line  at  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  where  an 
international  bridge  could  easily  be  built. 
The  water  in   St.  Mary's  River  is   not 
very   deep,  and  there  are  no  engineering 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  such  a  work.    I 
think  thu»  project  is  of  sufficient  import- 
ance to  demand  the  earnest  attention  of 
the  GU>vemment.     And,  whilst  spending 
millions  of  dollars  for  the  benefit  of  th« 
present  uninhabited  West  and   British 
Columbia,  they  should  give  a  practical 
proof  to  Quebec  and  the  lower  provinces 
that  the  eastern  terminus  of  the  Pacific 
Railway  shall  be  where  it  was  first  fixed 
upon  eight  years  ago — at  a  point  south- 
east of  Lake  Nipissing — and  that  the 
great  undertaking  will   be  carried  out 
with  all  the  promptitude  consistent  with 
the  financial  ability  of  the  country,  and, 
in  the  meantime,  take  steps  to  prevent, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  trade  of  our  vast 
productive    grain-growing    region  from 
being    carried   away  from   us   through 
American  channels. 

Hon.    Mr.    McLELAN — I,  perhaps,, 

ought  to  apologize  for  adding  a  word  to 

this  debate,  which  has  turned   so  largely 

upon    the  point  who  should  have  the 

I  honor  of  being  recognized  as  the  first  to 
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propose  this  pvoject  to  the  country.  I 
should  suggest  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  introduced  this  subject  to-day 
that  he  should  labor  diligently  to  have 
his  views  impressed  upon  the  country, 
and,  if  he  can  succeed  in  having  the  Gov- 
ernment build  the  r«ad,  then,  if 
it  should  turn  out  to  be  a  great  national 
advantage,  we  can  carefully  inquire  who 
was  the  author  of  it,  and  award  him  the 
merit  and  medal  to  which  he  would  be 
entitled.  As  far  as  the  evidence  that 
has  been  given  goes,  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  from  Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey),  of  the 
two,  can  claim  priority.  This  question 
comes  to  us  now  under  conditions  very 
different  from  those  existing  when  it  was 
first  advocated,  and,  unless  some  stronger 
arguments  can  be  advanced  than  those 
which  have  been  urged  by  the  hon. 
Senators  from  Halifax  and  Lunenburg, 
I  do  not  think  we  should  be  justified  in 
undertaking  now  so  heavy  additional  ex- 
penditure as  it  would  involve.  If  I 
understand  my  hon.  friend  from  Hab'fax 
aright,  his  cMef  contention  is  that  the 
road  should  be  built  to  carry  our  immi- 
grants to  the  North- West,  instead  of  let- 
ting agents  in  the  United  States,  on  the 
present  route,  decoy  them  from  us  to 
settle  in  that  country.  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  not  know  that,  when  the  rail- 
way from  Red  River  to  Thunder  Bay  is 
completed,  we  will  possess  a  route  of  "our 
own  without  this  line  to  Sault  Ste. 
Marie]  We  already  have  communica- 
tion by  rail  to  Coll  iog wood  and  other 
points  on  Lake  Huron  and  Georgian  Bay, 
with  lines  of  steamers  running  from  those 
points  to  Thunder  Bay,  which  will  con- 
nect with  our  own  railway  there. 
With  this  line  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie  you 
would  land  your  passengers  at  the  Sault, 
where  they  would  be  in  danger  of  being 
lured  across  the  riv^r  by  American 
agents ;  but,  if  not,  we  would  carry  them 
on  to  Thunder  Bay,  just  as  if  they  had 
taken  the  steamerat  CoUingwood.  But  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Lunenburg  speaks  of 
bridging  the  river  at  the  Sault;  that 
means  a  connection  with  United  States 
luflways. 

Hon.Mr.KAULBACH— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman says,  "Hear,  hear,"  but  has  he 
considered  what  the  result  of  such  a  con- 
nection would  be  %   When  my  hon.  friends 
H<m,  Mr,  McLdcm, 


from  Amherst  and  Saugeen  first  spoke 
of  this  project,  it  was  necessary  and  de- 
sirable to  have  railway  communication 
through  the  United  States  with  Mani- 
toba until  our  Pacific  Railway  was  built. 
We  have  that  communication,  and  we 
have  also  under  contract  a  line  from 
Thunder  Bay  to  Red  River,  which  the 
Minister  of  Railways  says  will  cost 
$17,000,000,  exclusive  of  surveys,  which 
will  bring  the  cost  up  to  $18,000,000. 
Now,  suppose  this  railway  to  the  Sault 
were  built  and  connected  with  an  Amer- 
ican road  extended  into  our  North- West 
and  almost  parallel  to  our  road,  we  would 
have  a  line  in  direct  competition  with 
this  road  on  which  we  are  spending 
$18,000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— But  you 
bring  the  products  of  the  West  through 
this  country  to  our  own  seaports. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN— I  claim  that, 
havinjjf  our  railway  finished  to  Thunder 
Bay,  you  can  bring  all  the  products  of 
our  own  North- West  to  that  point,  and 
thence  by  steam  or  sailing  vessel  to 
Colling  wood  and  other  railway  termini 
on  the  lakes,  and  thence  to  Montreal. 

Hon,   Mr.   KAULBACH  —  Not  so 

readily. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN — Yes  ;  just  as 
readily.  You  can  ship  from  Thunder 
Bay  to  CoUingwood  as  readily  as  from 
Thunder  Bay  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  and,  in 
the  former  case,  you  have  the  advantages 
of  a  longer  water  carriage  and  a  la'-ger 
number  of  railway  lines  to  convey  the 
freight  eastward  to  the  seaboard.  As  I 
have  shewn,  this  railway  to  Sault  Ste. 
Mfiirie,  connecting  there  with  an  Ameri- 
can line,  would  be  a  competing  route  to 
our  own,  on  which  we  are  spending 
$18,000,000,  and  would  render  it  com- 
paratively useless.  The  line  from  Red 
River  to  Tnunder  Bay,  under  existing 
conditions,  will  have  to  lie  idle  for  &ve 
months  of  the  year,  on  an  average,  so 
long  as  it  is  only  a  summer  route.  An 
American  railway  running  parallel  with 
that,  only  further  south,  would  take  all 
the  traflic  in  winter  and,  during  the  sum- 
mer months,  would  hold  the  larger 
part  of  that  traffic,  and  thus  render 
the  expenditure  of  $18,000,000  of  little 
value  to  the  country.  It  is  very  easy  to 
get  up  in  this  Chamber  and,  taking 
some  particular  portion   of  the   Pacific 
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Itailway,   shew    the  benefits   that    will 
accrue  from  building  it,  but  we  ought 
never  to  forget  that  we  are  committed  to 
the    construction    of   a    highway  from 
•ocean  to  ocean,  and  that  it  is  desirable 
to  build  it  entirely  upon  our  own  terri- 
tory.     We  should  look  at  it  as  a  whole, 
and  do  that  which  is  best  for  the  whole, 
and  avoid  whatever  will  militate  agsdnst 
that  whole  when  constructed.     We  have 
been  led  into  expenditures  upon  a  great 
many  different  works  which  do  not  form 
a  part  of  that  whole.     The  Pacific  Rail- 
way policy,  under  the  late  Government, 
was  one  of  shreds  and  patches.     That 
policy,  announced  in  1873  by  the  late 
Premier,  of   the    water    stretches,   has 
been,   I  believe,   the  greatest  calamity 
that  has  ever  befallen  this  country.     It 
lias    led    to    hasty    action,    which    has 
•resulted  in  enormous  expenses  to  this 
•country.     If,  in   1873,  the  Premier  of 
tthe  late  Administration  had  announced 
that  he  was    going    to    constinict   400 
miles  of   railway  from   Bed   Kiver  to 
Fort     William,     at     an     expense     of 
$18,000,000,   the    country  would  have 
paused    before     committing    itself    to 
such  an  undertaking.    At    all  events, 
the     country    would     have     demanded 
the    most     careful     surveys    of    that 
district  befoie    the    commencement  of 
the  work.     The  policy  of  utilizing  the 
water  stretches,  fk)  hastily  announced, 
led  to  hasty  contracts  which  led  to  enor- 
mous losses  to  the  country.     My  hon. 
friend  from  Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey)  has 
referred  to  some  of  those  acts  which  my 
hon.  friend  from  Halifax  (Mr.  Power) 
supported  before  the  change  of  Govern- 
ment.     He  has  referred  to  the  Fort 
Frances  Lock,  which  was  one  of  the  out- 
<;ome8  of  the  waternstretches  policy,  and 
which  involved  a  loss  of  nearly  $300,000 
to  the    country.      The    Georgian    Bay 
Branch,  another  outcome  of  that  policy, 
resulted  in  a  loss  of   $109,000.     The 
steel  rails  purchase,  by  which  the  Domi- 
nion lost  $2,000,000,  was  also  the  result 
of  the  water-stretches  policy,    because, 
when  Mr.  Mackenzie  adopted  that  plan, 
he  thought  he  could  construct,  without 
much  delay,  a  number  of  patches  of  rail- 
way that  would,  in  a  short  time,  consume 
these  rails,  and,  therefore,  he  purchased  a 
larger  quantity  of  rails  than  he  would 
have    thought  necessary     under    other 
<nrcum8tanoes.    Adding  these  amounts  | 
Him.  Mr.  McLdan. 


together,  you  have,  say,   $2,400,000  lost 
to  the  country  thiough  that  policy,  a  sum 
which  would  have  completed  and  equip- 
ped some  two  hundred  miles   of  railway 
in  our  prairie  country,  at  the  rate  for 
which    200    miles    have     been    placed 
undtor     contract.       But,      more      than 
than  that,  this  policy  led  us  into  the  loss 
of  millions  of  dollars  on  that  portion  of 
the    railway    between   Red  River    and 
ThuDder  Bay,  for  this  reason  :  contracts 
were  hastily  let  before  sufficient  surveys 
were    made.      Two  fixed    points    wei-e 
taken,  Thunder  Bay  and  Selkirk,  and,  to 
get  to  these  two  points,  enormous  addi- 
tional eir.penditures,  (I  will  not  venture 
t«  say  how  many  millions)   have   been 
incuw-ed,  which,  with  more  careful  sur- 
veys, and  without  being  forced  to  make 
those    points    meet,   might    have    been 
avoided.     Another  outcome  of  that  was  : 
the   Government  laid  down  the  policy 
that  whatever  railway  you  locate  must  be 
on  the  shortest  and  most  direct  line  to 
the  Pacific  Ocean.    Following  that  policy, 
the  engineer  found  that  a  Une  north  of 
Lake  Manitoba  was  considerably  shorter 
in  the  whole  distance  than   one  south  of 
the  lake,  and  the  road  was  located  by 
the  Narrows  of  Lake  Manitoba,  away 
north  of  the  valuable  lands  of  Manitoba, 
the  settlement  of  which  was  one  of  the 
main  purposes  in  the  oonstruction  of  the 
railway.      The    Government,    in    their 
haste  to  get  to  the  Pacific,  demanded  of 
the  engineer  the  shortest  possible  line, 
regardless,  wholly,  of  the  alMSolute  neces- 
sity to  the  success  of  the  whole  scheme  of 
having  our  fertile  lands  peopled.    That 
blunder,  costly  as  it  has  proved,  and 
fatal  as  it  would  have  been,  if  it  had 
not    been    partially    corrected    on    the 
change  of  Government,  was  the  result  of 
the  policy  laid  down  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment on  taking  ofiice,  and  persistently 
followed  to  the  end:     <<  To  utilize  the 
vast  water  stretches,  and  only  build  such 
portions  of  road  as  would  form  links  in  a 
grand  main  line  on  the  shortest  possible 
location."     By  that  policy,  the  Govern- 
ment instructed  and  bound  their  engineer, 
who  selected  what  was  believed  to  be  the 
shortest  line ;  it  met  the  approval  and 
sanction  of  the  Government,  who  placed 
portions  of  it  under  contract,  and   made 
such  expenditures  as  rendered  a  change 
impossible.     Happily,  that  portion  of  it 
which   lay  beyond  Selkirk,  and  which 
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ran  north  of  the  lake,  and  through  end- 
less wastes  of  barren  country,  was  not 
under  contract,  and,  on  the  change  of  Gov- 
ernment, and  a  changed  policy,  it  was 
deflected  southward  through  the  fertile 
territory  which  was  already  being  peopled 
in  anticipation  of  railway  accommodation. 
When  Uie  present  Government  entered 
office  they  found  the  country  thus  com- 
mitted to  an  expenditure  of  $18,000,000 
on  the  line  from  Fort  William  to  Sel- 
kirk, large  contracts  entered  into  and 
heavy  expenditures  already  made,  and  it 
would  have  been  chained  as  throwing 
away  millions  to  have  then  stopped.  But 
I  am  not  sure  that  it  would  not  have 
been  a  better  policy  to  have  suspended 
the  whole  work,  and  ascertained  if  a  less 
difficult  and  less  costly  route  could  not 
have  been  obtained.  But  the  Govern- 
ment, I  have  no  doubt,  carefully  weighed 
the  whole  matter,  and  decide^l  to  pro- 
ceed vrith  the  work,  and  are  com- 
pleting it,  and  we  should  take 
care  now  that  we  do  not  construct  a 
road  that  would  render  all  that  expendi- 
ture useless.  The  hon.  Senator  from 
Halifax  tells  us  that  we  are  able  to  build 
the  line  to  the  Sault,  but  not  to  build 
both.  Then  is  there  the  greater  neces- 
sity that  we  do  not  hastily  incur  expen- 
diture upon  one,  until  we  are  well  as- 
sured it  is  the  best  in  the  interests  of  the 
whole.  This  fear  of  public  expenditure 
on  the  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
somewhat  new  bom.  The  hon.  Senator 
from  Amherst  has  referred  to  the  differ- 
ent views  entertained  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman when  in  opposition  and  when 
supporting  the  Government.  I  may  say 
that  very  many  of  those  who  are  now 
opposed  to  the  Government  seem  to  be 
more  frightened  at  expenditure  than 
they  were  six  years  ago.  When  the 
change  of  Government  took  place  in 
1873,  and  the  new  Premier  went  to  his 
constituents  for  re-election,  he  announced 
his  policy  in  connection  with  this  great 
undertaking.  Did  he  repudiate  it  ?  No ; 
he  announced  that  he  was  prepared  to 
construct  it  as  a  Government  work.  In 
his  speech,  delivered  on  the  25th  of 
November,  1873,  he  said  : — 

^  I  have  always  thought  a  speedy  means  of 
commnmcation  acroes  the  continent  neces- 
sary for  the  good  of  settle Jient  and  for  the 
purpose  of  opening  up  the  districts  where  we 
have  great  nches  undeveloped  in  the  bosom 
of  the  earth.  Without  that  communication, 
Hon.  Mr,  McLdan. 


their  development  cannot  take  place,  and 
immigration  cannot  be  expected.  It  will  be 
the  duty  of  the  Administration,  in  the  first 
place,  to  secure  a  means  of  communication  to 
our  navigable  waters  from  Lake  Superior  to 
Fort  Garry  and  the  Rocky  Mountains,  at  the 
same  time  commencing  at  the  Pacific  Ocean 
and  constructing  communication  by  the  west- 
em  slope." 

Here  is  the  plain,  unqualified  statement 
of  the  Ministry  which  the  hon.  Sena- 
tor so  long  supported,  that  a  rapid  com- 
munication across  the  continent  must  be 
had,  and  specially  naming  "  construction 
at  Uie  Pacific  Ocean  and  the  Western 
slope.''  The  expenditure  to  which  the  late 
Premier  thus  committed  his  Government 
was  certainly  not  underestimated  by 
them,  as  we  gather  from  the  same  speech  : 
« You  are,  perhaps,  not  aware  that  it  was 
contemplated  that  the  expenditure  under 
that  scheme  would  be  $180,060,000.  That 
fact  was  not  generally  .known,  but  that 
was  the  amount  of  the  contemplated  issue  of 
bonds  which  they  endeavored  to  float  on  the 
English  market.  Any  profit,  Sir,  that  would 
have  come  to  the  share  of  the  company  will 
ultimately  £ei11,  under  our  scheme,  to  the  share 
of  the  country.  It  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  prevent  the  enormous  amount 
of  money  that  will  be  required  iiom  being 
squandered  in  any  way  whatever." 

How  much  profit  has  fallen  to  the  country 
under  their  policy  of  building  it  as  a 
Government  work,  and  how  they  pre- 
vented the  enormous  amount  of  money 
required  from  being  squandered,  let  the 
steel  rails,  the  Georgian  Bay  Branch,  the 
Fort  Frances  Lock  and  these  contracts 
from  Selkirk  to  Thunder  Bay  answer. 
The  late  Premier,  as  will  be  seen,  accepts 
the  estimated  cost  of  building  the  road  from 
Lake  Nipissing  to  the  Pacific  Ocean  at 
$180,000,000.  Then,  again,  when  he 
more  fully  elaborates  the  water-stretches 
scheme,  in  his  address  to  the  electors  of 
Lambton,  he  says  that  he  will  save  for 
the  present  the  construction  of  some  one 
thousand  three  hundred*  miles  esti- 
mated to  cost  from  $60,000,000  to 
$80,000,000.  This  leaves  as  the  estimated 
expenditure  which  the  late  Govern- 
ment committed  themselves  to  under- 
take at  once,  from  $100,000,000  to 
$120,000,000,  upon  the  road  from 
Thunder  Bay  to  Red  River,  and  from 
the  western  waters  of  the  Saskatchewan 
River  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  In  address-' 
ing  the  electors  at  the  general  election  in 
1874,  he  repeated  this  in  substance,  and 
said : 
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"  I  waa  one  of  the  very  first  advocates  for 
opening  up  a  road  from  LitUce  Superior  to  Fort 
Garry,  and  the  speedy  construction  of  that 
section  above  all  others — except  the  British 
Columbia  section." 

The  hon.  Senator  from  Halifax  and 
those  who  lately  had  control  of  the  ex- 
penditure were  not  easily  alarmed  by 
the  cost  of  a  railway,  as  they  now  seem 
to  be,  for  they  unhesitatingly  undertook 
an  expenditure  of  $100,000,000,  to 
$120,000,000,  far  beyond  any  sum  ever 
contemplated  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment. If  we  build  this  road  to  Sault 
Ste.  Maiie,  the  most  that  can  be  claimed 
for  it,  as  a  purely  Canadian  work  is,  I 
believe,  that  it  might  give  us  two  or 
three  weeks  longer  water  communication 
with  Thunder  Bay. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— How  about  the 
United  Scafces  trade  % 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN— There  is  this 
about  it :  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
bear  in  mind,  when  he  is  advocating  a 
railway  from  Ontario  to  the  North-West, 
through  American  territory,  that  recently 
a  bill  was  introduced  in  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives,  declar- 
ing it  unlawful  that  any  goods  should 
pass  from  any  portion  of  the  United 
States  to  any  other  part  of  it,  if  in  transit, 
they  pass  over  any  portion  of  Canadian 
territory.  Therefore,  I  think  we  should 
pause  before  we  undertake  an  expendi- 
ture of  seven  or  eight  millions  on  a  road 
to  serve  American  trade,  or  bring  the 
products  of  our  North- West  to  us  over 
American  lines.  If  we  are  not  able  to 
build  both  roads,  we  should  husband  our 
resources  and  direct  our  attention  to 
populating  and  developing  our  North- 
West  until  we  are  able,  as  we  very  soon 
may  be,  to  construct  an  all-rail  route 
from  Thunder  Bay  to  connect  at  Lake 
Nipissing.  Looking  at  the  experience  of 
the  Western  States,  there  is  no  question 
Hiat,  if  we  build  railways  through  our 
prairie  country,  it  will  rapidly  fill  up 
with  a  population  that  will  make  any 
railway  that  we  build  profitable  to  its 
owners.  To  the  Government  it  will  be 
specially  profitable,  because  that  increas- 
ing  population  will  give  a  revenue  to 
meet  the  wants  of  the  country,  and  will 
be  of  incalculable  advantage  to  the  whole 
Dominion.  Some  speculations  have  been 
made  as  to  the  probable  increase  of 
population  in  the  North-West,  and  com- 
Hon.  Mr.  McLeUm. 


parison  has  been  made  with  the  -State  of 
Kansas  to  prove  that  we  hare  been  too 
sanguine     in    making     our    estimates, 
because  neither  Kansas  nor  any  other 
single  western  state  has  shewn  the  results 
that  we  anticipate  in  our  new  country. 
But  we  should  remember  that  Kansas, 
or     any    other    state    in     the    neigh- 
boring    country,      possesses     a     com- 
paratively     limited     area,     while     we 
can    lay    out    eight    or    ten  provinces 
in  our  North-West,  each  of  which  would 
be  as  large  as  a  western  state,  and  would 
ofier    greater    natural    inducements    to 
settlers.     Therefore  it  is  unjust  to  insti- 
tute a  comparison  between  our  North- 
West  and  any  one  state  of  the  neighbor- 
ing union,  because  we  have  ten  times  as 
much  good  land  and  a  healthier  climate 
than  many  western  states.     With  such 
an  influx  of  population  as  we  how  have, 
and  which  must  greatly  increase,   and 
with  the  work  of  building  the  railway 
going  on,  there  will  be  comparatively 
little  to  export  from  that  country  for 
some  years  to  come  ;  the  incomers  must 
be  fed  and  all  the  workmen  supplied. 
We  hear  a  great  outcry  about  an  exodus 
from  Canada,  because  the  press  of  a  cei^ 
tain  stripe  of  politics  make  it  a  point  of 
taking  note  of  every  man,  woman  and 
child  who  goes  to  the  United  States,  and 
trumpeting  it  abroad  to  the  worid,  unpa- 
triotic though  it  be.     But  if  we  take  up 
the  census  of  the  United  States  for  the 
decade  ending  in  1870,  we  find  that  this 
is  no  new  thing  ;  every  year,  during  that 
period,  over  24,000  of  our  people  went 
to  that  country.     Now,  if  we  can  just 
shunt  that  stream    of    population — we 
cannot,  perhaps,  do  it  in  a  year,  but  we 
can  in  the  course  of  time — and  divert  it, 
or  a  large  portion  of  it,  to  the  North- 
West,  we  may  f  lirly  estimate  that  the 
influx  of  people  from  the  United  States 
and  Europe,  and  from   the  older  pro- 
vinces of  the  Dominion  will  amount  to 
from  21,000  to  50,000  a  year  during  the 
next  ten  years.     Before  I  pass  from  this 
subject,  let  me  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  census  of  the  older  provinces  of 
the  Dominion  shews  that  one-fifdeth  of 
our  population  comes  from  the  United 
States — one  in  every  fifty  of  our  people 
was  bom  in  that  country.     Therefore,  in 
addition  to  the  immigration  from  Europe, 
we     may    fairly     look     for    a     large 
influx  of  population  from   the  United 
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Stat68,  and  can  safely  calculate  upon 
half  a  million  of  people  settling  in  our 
North- West  during  the  next  ten  years. 
For  a  certain  length  of  time  the  portion 
of  that  population  engaged  even  in 
agricultural  pursuits  must  be  fed,  and 
there  will  not  be  much  to  export  from  that 
country  for  some  years  to  come;  not 
more  than  the  road  from  Bed  Biver  to 
Thunder  Bay  can  carry  during  the  seven 
months  of  navigation.  Taking  this  gen- 
eral view  of  ^e  questioui  I  think  it 
would  be  unwise  to  hastily  expend  seven 
or  eight  millions  of  dollars  in  construct- 
ing a  road  from  Lake  Nipissiug  to  the 
Sault.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  the 
road  would  be  270  miles  in  length  ;  some 
of  the  reports  that  I  have  seen  put  it  at 
245  miles.  Taking  the  latter  to  be  cor- 
rect, and  estimating  the  cost  at  $30,000 
per  mile,  it  would  cost  over  $7,000,000 
— a  low  estimate. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWEB— I  am  satisfied 
that  a  company  will  build  it  for  a  subsidy 
of$ie,000  per  mile. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN— I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  said  that  there  was  not 
money  in  the  Dominion  to  build  it,  and 
he  deprecated  the  idea  of  the  Americans 
coming  in  to  construct  it.  If  they  should 
come  in  and  build  it  on  their  own  ac- 
count, and  if  it  would  be  a  benefit  to  the 
Dominion,  let  them  build  it.  I  remem- 
ber, in  1871,  when  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway  was  first  spoken  of  in  Parlia- 
ment, an  outcry  was  made  against  hav- 
ing the  road  constructed  by  any  but 
British  gold.  Whilst,  on  the  one  hand, 
we  wert  told  that  it  would  be  ruinous, 
it  was  insisted  that  we  should  be  ruined 
only  with  British  gold.  I  confess  I 
never  could  see  the  wisdom  or  the  patri- 
otism of  this,  and  I  had  then  no  objec- 
tion to  the  expenditure  of  Amencan 
capital  in  our  country,  nor  have  I  now 
objections  to  any  company  of  any 
country  building  ^is  road,  and,  if  it 
prove  a  great  advantage  to  Ameiican 
trade,  we  will  also  havesome  benefit.  I  con 
tend  that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
should  be  to  rapidly  construct  railways 
through  the  prairie  country  where  they 
can  be  laid  down  cheaply,  and  when  the 
result  of  it  will  be  to  fiU  up  the  North- 
West  with  a  population  that  will  give 
life  and  stability  to  this  country,  and 
enable  us,  in  a  short  time,  I  hope,  to 
Eon.  Mr.  McLdan. 


make  our  all-rail  connection  through  our 
own  territory,  from  Txjean  to  ocean. 

Hon.  Mr.  MaCDONALD— There  is 
one  question  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  brought  forward  this 
subject  to-day,  and  that  is :  how  many 
months  of  the  year  does  he  expect  that 
Lake  Superior  will  be  closed  for  naviga- 
tion) 

Hon.  Mr.  POWEB— I  think  the  Lake 
is  open  for  eight  months  of  the  year  for 
navigation. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  fully 
agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lon- 
donderry, that  it  is  the  policy  of  the 
country  to  save  our  resources  for  the  con-' 
struction  of  the  all-rail  route,  and  until 
that  is  completed  we  cannot  get  much  ad- 
vantage from  our  expenditures,  or  from 
the  trade  of  the  West,  as,  for  five 
months  of  the  year,  the  navigation  of 
the  water-stretches,  and  Lake  Superior 
will  be  closed,  and  all  our  lines  wetit  of 
that  will  simply  be  feeders  to  the 
American  railways  in  the  winter  time, 
as  they  are  now,  to  send  our  trade  down 
through  Minnesota  to  Chicago.  Even  if 
the  Sault  St.  Marie  Bailway  is  built, 
Montreal  can  only  secure  the  summer 
trade,  as  the  winter  traffic  must  find  ita 
way  to  St.  John  or  Halifax,  and,  in 
making  a  comparative  statement  of 
distances  between  American  and  Cana- 
dian ports,  the  winter  ports  of  Canada 
must  be  taken  into  account  as  well  as 
the  summer  ones.  I  am  opposed  to  ex- 
pending any  money  on  any  project  ex- 
cept on  the  direct  line,  by  which  we  can 
have  through  connection,  winter  and 
summer,  through  our  own  territory.  I 
think  that  the  policy  of  the  GU)vemment 
with  regard  to  the  terminal  point  is  de- 
fined in  the  statement  of  the  Minister  of 
Bailways,  when  he  said  that  they  pro- 
posed to  join  the  Canada  Central  at  a 
point  twenty  miles  west  of  South-East 
Bay,  and  there  make  connection  with 
Ontario  and  Quebec  railways,  so  that 
they  do  not  propose  to  go  on  to  Sault 
St.  Marie.  Let  private  companies  go 
there  if  they  like,  and  let  them  be  sub- 
sidised if  necessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH—It  is  in 
contemplation  to  extend  the  road  to 
there. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— I  think 
not.    The    Government  may    subsidise 
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some  oompany  to  extend  it  to  the  Sault, 
but  they  ^ould  let  it  go  if  they  cannot 
get  a  private  company  to  undertake  it 
I  endorse  the  policy  to  build  nothing  but 
the  main  line,  and  this  I  believe  to  be 
the  plan  of  the  Minister  of  Railways. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

The  following  Bills^  from  the  Com- 
mons, were  introduced  and  read  the  first 
time  : — 

Bill  (50)  "  To  amend  the  Act  incor- 
porating the  Ontario  and  Pacific  Junc- 
tion Railway."— (Mr.  Flint.) 

Bill  (16)  "To  authorize  and  provide 
for  the  winding  up  of  the  Stadacona 
Bank."— (Mr.  Pelletier.) 

MANITOBA  LAND  CLAIMS  BILL. 
SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKTNS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (94)  "An  Act  for  the 
final  settlement  of  claims  to  lands  in 
l^ianitoba  by  occupancy,  under  the  Act 
33  Vict.,  chap.  3."  He  said:  In  1870, 
a  Bill  was  passed  providing  that  certain 
lands  in  Manitoba  should  be  allotted  to 
those  persons  who  should  be  found  in 
possession  of  them  at  the  time  of  the 
passage  of  that  Act.  Nearly  all  those 
claims  have  been  settled,  but  it  has  been 
found  desirable  that  the  time  should  be 
limited  wherein  all  who  are  in  occupar 
tion  of  those  lands  should  submit  their 
claims.  The  first  clause  limits  the  time 
to  two  years  from  the  1st  of  May  next. 
The  second  clause  makes  provision  that 
all  who  do  not  make  their  claims  before 
that  time  shall  be  barred. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBARD— I  have  very 
few  observations  to  make  in  leference  to 
this  Bill.  I  think  it  is  a  step  in  the 
right  direction,  because  we  naturally  all 
desire  to  arrive,  as  soon  as  possible^  at  a 
settlement  of  all  the  difficulties  in  refer- 
ence to  the  lands  of  the  Province  of 
Manitoba.  It  is  well  understood  that 
we  have  suffered  long  enough,  and  I  only 
regret  that  the  Bill  does  not  go  further. 
There  are  other  difficulties  which  will  not 
be  settled  by  this  measure.  For  instance, 
there  are  the  staked  claims,  and  I  would 
like  to  take  advantage  of  the  present 
occasion  to  inquire  if  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  present  Qovemment  to  adopt,  during 
this  session,  or  immediately  after  pi*oro- 
Ilan,  Mr.  MacdonalcL 


gation,  some  means  by  which  this  diffi- 
culty may  be  settled  as  soon  as  possible. 
Two  years  is  certainly  time  enough  in 
which  to  give  parties  an  opportunity  for 
presenting  their  claims ;  one  year  would 
have  been  long  enough,  I  think,  as  nearly 
all  the  claims  in  dispute  have  been  sub- 
mitted, and  applications  have  been  made 
either  to  the  Dominion  Lands  Office  in 
Winnipeg,  or  to  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  here.  These  applications  have, 
in  many  cases,  remained  unanswered,  and, 
since  tiben,  speculations  have  been  made 
in  these  properties,  and  they  have  been 
sold  over  and  over  again,  although  the 
patents  for  them  have  not  yet  been 
issued.  I  shall  support  this  Bill,  as  I 
desire  to  facilitate  the  settlement  of  all 
questions  in  reference  to  lands  in  Mani- 
toba. At  the  same  time,  I  do  not  know 
that  the  object  to  be  attained  by  the 
present  Bill  will  be  easily  secured.  The 
intention  is  to  make  provision  for  the 
removal  of  persons  found  to  be  unlawfully 
in  occupation  of  such  lands.  If  there 
ai'e  any  acquired  right3  under  the  3rd 
and  4Ui  sub-sections  of  the  32nd  clause 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  cannot  by  a  sub- 
sequent act  diminish  or  destroy  any  such 
rights.  I  think  it  is  my  duty  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  law,  and  then  leave  with 
them  the  responsibility  of  the  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— It  is  not  the 
intention  of  the  Government,  by  this  Bill, 
or  by  any  other  bill,  to  legislate  away 
any  rights  held  by  any  parties  to  such 
lands;  but,  as  my  hon.  Mend  knows, 
there  are  parties  who  have  been  in  pos- 
session of  such  properties  who  have  not 
pressed  their  claims,  and  in  many  cases 
they  have  not  even  made  application  for 
their  patents.  Under  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  they  will  be  compelled  to  make 
their  claims  to  the  Government  within 
two  years.  With  regard  to  staked 
claims,  they  have  not  been  favorably 
considered  by  the  Government.  At  a 
future  stage  of  this  Bill  I  shall  be  able 
to  speak  more  definitely  on  ihiB  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— It  is  not  the 
intention  of  the  Bill  to  interfere  with  ^ 
any  existing  rights.  As  I  understand 
it,  under  the  Act  37  Vict.,  cap.  20,  cer- 
tain rights  were  vested  in  parties  who 
had  settled  on  lands  at  a  certain  date  in 
the  Province  of  Manitoba — the  15th  of 
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July,  1870 — shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
letters  patent  therefor,  granting  the 
same  absolutely  to  them.  There  iB  no 
intention  whatever  to  interfere  with  the 
rights  that  were  granted  by  that  Act, 
bat  that  law  contained  no  limitation  as 
to  time  in  which  those  rights  should  be 
asserted,  and  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to 
limit  the  time  for  the  assertion  of  those 
rights  to  the  Ist  of  May,  1882.  I  have 
examined  this  Bill  carefully,  and  am  dis- 
posed to  support  it,  and  I  do  not  think 
my  hon.  friend  from  Manitoba  need  have 
any  apprehensions  as  to  its  effect 
The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 


PORT  WHTTBY  HARBOB  BILL. 
SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  moved  the 
second  reading  of  Bill  (73)  ''An  Act 
respecting  the  Port  Whitby  Harbor 
Company."  He  said :  About  sixteen 
years  ago,  Mr.  Chester  Draper,  of  the 
town  of  Whitby,  purchased  from  the 
Government  of  Canada  the  Whitby 
Harbor,  I  think  for  about  $32,000.  He 
died  about  four  years  ago,  and,  previous 
to  his  death,  he  made  a  wi]l,  by  the  pro- 
visions of  which  he  required  tlie  harbor 
to  be  sold ;  but,  after  a  good  deal  of 
investigation,  it  was  found  that  he  had 
not  the  right  to  convey  it  without  the 
consent  of  the  Government,  or  without 
having  a  special  act  passed  for  that  pur- 
pose. A  Bill  was  introduced  in  this 
Chamber,  two  years  ago,  authorizing  the 
executors  to  sell  the  property.  It  was 
drawn  up  with  a  great  deal  of  care,  and 
afterwards  submitted  to  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown,  who  examined  it  and  made 
a  few  amendments.  It  was  con- 
sidered satisfactory,  and  passed  both 
Houses  without  opposition.  The  town 
of  Whitby,  according  to  the  Act,  had 
the  right  to  purchase  the  harbor  in  pre- 
ference to  any  other  parties,  and  the 
mode  of  settling  the  value  was  fixed  by 
the  Act.  The  executrix  and  executor 
were  to  appoint  one  arbitrator,  the  town 
of  Whitby  a  second,  and  the  Govern- 
ment another.  The  arbitration  took 
place,  and  the  price  awarded  was,  I 
think,  about  |32,000.  The  town  of 
Whitby  had  the  option  of  taking  the 
property  at  the  price  fixed  by  the  arbi- 
trators, and  the  executors  were  bound  to 
sell  at  that  price.  The  Bill  passed  in 
Hon,  Mr.  Miller. 


1878  provided  that  Mrs.  Draper  and  Air. 
Fisher,  the  General  Manager  of  the  On- 
tario Bank,  the  executrix  and  executor 
to  the  will,  should,  and  they  were  re- 
quired to  join  in  the  title.  The  town  of 
Whitby  refused  to  take  the  property. 
Mrs.  Draper  died  last  year,  and  it  was 
found  that  the  remaining  executor  could 
not  make  a  title.  This  Bill  was  intto- 
duced  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  him  to 
do  so,  and  was  passed  through  the 
House  of  Commons  unanimously.  It 
is  simply  carrying  out  the  Act  of  1878. 
There  are  certain  rights  in  the  property 
which  are  reserved  to  the  Government, 
which  are  well  secured  in  the  Act  of 
1878,  and  the  present  Bill  does  not 
change  these  in  any  respect.  The  Gov- 
ernment have  the  right  to  assume  the 
works  whenever  they  see  fit,  by  return- 
ing the  value  of  the  property  as  decided 
upon  by  arbitration.  Tlie  property  was 
improved  a  good  deal  by  Mr.  Draper, 
who  had  erected  upon  it  a  steam  elevator, 
and  had  done  a  good  deal  of  dredging 
and  other  work.  I  may  add  that  the 
tolls  collected  at  that  port  are  regu- 
lated by  statute,  so  that  they  cannot  be 
advanced,  though  they  may  be  lowered, 
without  legislation.  The  Government 
have  a  claim  of,  I  think,  $10,000  on  the 
property,  and  I  have  been  informed  that 
all  the  payments  have  been  made  promptly, 
with  the  exception,  perhaps,  of  the  last 
one,  and  I  think  that  has  been  left  in 
abeyance  until  the  sale   is  consummated. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  do  not  rise 
to  detain  the  House  with  any  remarks, 
but  if  you  are  going  to  provide  for  a  con- 
tingency, I  think  it  is  just  as  well,  if  the 
Bill  is  passed,  to  provide  for  every  such 
contingency  completely  and  absi^utely. 
For  instance,  David  Fisher,  the  sole 
remaining  executor  of  this  will,  may  die 
himself,  intestate,  before  the  property  is 
sold,  and  there  should  be  a  provision  by 
which  somebody  else  may  be  authorized 
to  carry  out  the  intention  of  the  Act. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  proposed  the 
Bill  for  the  consideration  of  the  House 
was  good  enough  to  shew  it  to  me,  and 
I  told  him  that  I  could  see  no  objection 
to  it  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  remedy- 
ing a  difficulty  in  which  these  people 
are  landed  by  the  death  of  one  of  the 
executors.      The   Government  have  no 
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interest  in  it  further  than  to  see  the  will 
carried  out,  so  that  they  can  get  the 
balance  of  the  $10,000  that  is  due  to 
them,  so  that  I  think  all  interests  may 
be  served  by  passing  the  Bill.  Whether 
it  may  not  be  well  to  amend  it  as  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Rich- 
mond, I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  It  is, 
however,  proposed  that  the  sale  of  the 
harbor  shail  be  carried  out  at  once,  and 
it  is  to  be  hoped  that  Mr.  Fisher  will 
survive  long  enough  to  carry  out  the 
sale.  We  are,  none  of  us,  certain  of 
surviving  even  that  long,  however,  and 
it  may  be  desirable  that  provision 
may  be  made  in  the  direction  suggested. 

Hon,  Mr.  MILLER— The  BiU  would 
not  be  required  at  all  if  the  sale  is  ex- 
pected to  be  made  before  Mr.  Fisher's 
death. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
One  of  the  executors  is  dead  already,  and 
it  requires  the  two  to  make  the  title. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON— The  sale  has 
been  a  bona  fide  one.  A  company  has 
been  organized  for  the  purpose  of  pur- 
chasing the  property,  and  they  are  only 
waiting  for  this  Bill  to  close  the 
matter.  I  might  add  that  I  was 
named  by  Mr.  Draper  sb  one  of  his 
executors,  but,  from  my  age,  and  living  at 
some  distance  from  Whitby,  I  renounced 
the  trust.  I  know  also,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  that  Mr.  Fisher  has  made  his  will, 
and  made  it  very  carefully,  and  I  know 
the  parties  who  have  been  named  as  his 
executors. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

JOINT  COMMITTEE  ON  PRINTING. 
NINTH   REPORT. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  moved  the  adop- 
tion of  the  ninth  report  of  the  Joint 
CJommittee  on  Piinting. 

Thd  motion  was  agi^ed  to. 

BIVIfiRE  DU  LOUP  BRANCH  PURCHASE 
BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (81)  "  To  con- 
firm the  purchase  by  the  Dominion  of  a 
portion  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway, 
and  the  agreement  made  with  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  of  Canada  with 
n(m.  Sir  Alex,  CampbeU. 


respect  thereto."  He  said  :  Last  session 
the  Government  were  authorized  to  ac- 
quire that  portion  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  which  lies  between  the  city  of 
Quebec  and  Riviere  du  Loup.  The  pur- 
chase was  made  under  the  agreement 
which  is  embodied  in  this  Bill,  but  it 
has  been  thought  desirable  that  the 
agreement  should  be  incorporated  in  an 
act  of  Parliament,  and  that  the  title  of 
the  Crown  to  the  railway  which  has  been 
purchased  should  be  pronounced  free  of 
all  charges  and  encumbrances.  There 
are  many  liens  which  affect  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  as  a  whole,  which  have 
been  waived  by  that  Company  and  its 
creditors.  The  title  is  considered  perfect, 
but,  by  way  of  further  precaution,  it  is 
considered  desirable  by  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  to  incorporate  the  agree- 
ment in  an  act  of  Parliament. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  adjourned  at  6  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Tuesday/,  April  20th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT    (1878) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

IN  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  Bill  (K),  «  To  amend  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  of  1878." 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  that  those 
who  had  read  the  amendments  which 
appeared  on  the  order  paper  would  say 
that,  if  they  were  adopted,  very  little  of 
the  original  Bill  would  remain.  It  had 
been  a  question  in  his  mind  whether  to 
withdraw  the  Bill  or  to  propose  the 
amendments  in  tMs  way ;  but  he  had 
concluded  to  amend  the  Bill.  The 
changes  were  not  very^  important,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  they  might  be  con- 
sidered, in  one  sense,  necessary. 
On  the  following  new  section : — 
"4th.  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  the 
Royalty  of  Charlottetown,  in  Prince  Edward 
Island,  shall  be  deemed  a  part  of  the  Countj 
of  Queen's  County,  and  if  a  petition  for  the 
bringing  the  second  part  of  the  said  Act  into 
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force  in  Qaeen's  County  be  submitted  to  the 
Electors,  those  whose  right  to  vote  is  in 
respect  of  property  or  residence  in  the  said 
Royalty  shall  vote  at  such  polling  place  or 
places  as  the  Returning  Officer  may  appoint  in 
the  same  Royalty,  and  their  votes  shall  be 
added  to  those  taken  in  and  for  the  said 
County.'* 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  that,  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Temperance  Act  of  1878, 
the  elections  were  to  be  held  in  counties 
or  cities.  Now,  it  appeared  that  the 
Royalty  at  Charlottetown,  which  was  a 
strip  of  land  lying  about  the  citj,  for 
some  purposes  belonged  to  the  city,  and 
for  others,  to  the  county,  and  it  was  con- 
sidered not  to  be  a  portion  of  the  city 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Temperance  Act. 
A  legal  gentleman  from  Charlottetown 
had  suggested  this  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  said  that 
the  Royalty  was  a  circle  of  some  three 
miles  about  Charlottetown,  the  inhabi- 
tants of  which  had  always  voted  in  the 
city.  It  was  not  in  the  county  at  all. 
The  only  doubt  that  he  entertained 
about  the  propriety  of  this  amendment 
was  that  there  were  two  or  three 
breweries  in  the  Royalty,  and  it  seemed 
hardly  fair  to  those  who  had  invested 
capital  in  them,  to  introduce  such  an 
amendment  without  due  notice. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

On  the  following  new  section  : — 

<'5th.  The  provisions  of  the  said,  <The 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,'  relating  to 
matters  preliminary  to  the  publication  of  an 
Order  in  Council  under  the  96th  section 
thereof  declaring  the  second  part  of  the  said 
Act  to  be  in  force,  and  take  effect  in  any 
county  or  city,  shall  be  deemed  directory 
only,  and  no  such  Orders  in  Council  shall  be 
held  void  or  voidable  on  account  of  any  irre- 
gularity or  omission  of  any  matter  or  thing 
preliminary  to  the  publication  of  such  Order 
in  Council.  And  a  copy  of  the  Canada 
OauttSf  purporting  to  be  printed  by  the 
Queen's  Printer,  in  which  such  Order  in  Coun- 
cil is  published,  shall  be  received  as  evidence 
of  the  making  and  publication  of  said  Order 
in  Council  in  fdl  courts  and  places  whatsoever." 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  explained  that 
this  clause  would  bar  any  objection  to 
irregularities  which  might  have  occurred 
prior  to  the  passage  of  the  Order  in 
Council,  or  its  publication. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  very  com- 
prehensive and  sweeping  character  of  this 
amendment.  The  provisions  of  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act  relating  to  mat- 
Han.  Mr,  Atkins. 


ters  preliminaiy  to  the  Order  in  Council, 
under  the  96  th  section,  extended  all  the 
way  from  the  4th  section  to  the  96th, 
and  this  amendment,  by  one  s^'oop,  took 
away  the  protection  of  the  public  from 
any  irregularity,  and  not  only  any  ir- 
regularity, but  any  omission  in  the  entire 
proceedings  preliminary  to  the  Order  in 
Council.  The  sections  from  the  4th  to 
the  57  th  related  to  preliminaries  prior 
to  the  final  vote  being  taken,  and  in- 
cluded the  petition,  the  publication  of 
the  proclamation,  the  qualification  of 
voters,  the  fixing  of  polling  stations,  lists 
of  voters,  the  providing  of  the  manner  of 
voting,  the  counting  of  votes  and  all 
cognate  matters.  The  sections  from  the 
58th  to  the  95th  applied  to  the  subse- 
quent proceedings  before  the  Order  in 
Council  was  made,  including  the  very 
large  questions  of  the  scrutiny  of  votes, 
the  preservation  of  the  i)eace  at  elec- 
tions, treating,  bribery  and  the  per- 
sonation of  voters.  All  these  pre- 
cautions were  substantially  swept 
away  by  the  general  provision 
which  the  House  was  now  asked  to 
adopt  j  and,  not  content  with  this  clause, 
the  Secretary  of  State  proposed  another 
to  give  it  a  retroactive  operation.  The 
effect  of  the  last  of  these  new  clauses 
would  be  to  prevent  any  irregularity  or 
omission  in  any  election  proceedings  that 
had  heretofore  taken  place,  or  in  the 
Order  in  Council  that  had  been  issued, 
from  being  questioned.  Perhaps  the 
feeling  in  regard  to  this  question  was 
such  that  the  Secretary  of  State  might 
be  justified  in  expecting  that  the  House 
would  be  prepared  to  enact  anything 
that  might  carry  out  the  "^ews  of  those 
who  approved  of  this  ct^ebrated  Temper- 
ance Act.  The  effect  of  that  Act,  en- 
dorsed as  it  had  recently  been  by  the 
highest  tribunal  in  the  Dominion  as  to 
its  constitutionality,  had  been  (even  in 
the  short  time  since  that  decision  had 
been  given)  to  create  dire  confusion  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  to  leave  the 
tribunals  there  uncertain  whether  there 
were  any  licenses  at  all  in  force  in  those 
provinces.  Because,  if  it  really  was  the 
case  that  the  Dominion  Parliament  had 
the  exclusive  power  to  legislate  on  all 
those  subjects,  then  the  local  legislatures 
had  no  power  to  pass  license  laws.  The 
licences  themselves  were  inoperative,  and 
doubts  arose   whether  people  could  be 
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prosecuted  for  selling  even  without 
licenses.  The  consequences  of  this  the 
House  might  learn  if  they  chose  to  read 
the  papers  from  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
This  shewed  the  necessity  of  exercising 
great  caution  in  this  matter  before  pass- 
ing a  sweeping  clause  which  would  practi- 
caUy  strike  out  of  the  Temperance  Act  of 
1878,  92  of  its  sections,  and  leave  it  to 
the  discretion  of  the  GU>vemor  in  Council 
of  the  day,  protected  by  the  opinion 
of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  whoever  he 
might  be,  to  give  force  and  effect 
to  any  decision,  no  matter  how  arrived 
at,  no  matter  whether  made  by  people 
who  had  no  right  to  vote,  or  whether 
every  provision  in  the  Act  had  been 
omitted  to  be  carried  out.  That  was  the 
sweeping  effect  of  this  amendment,  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  thought  he 
was  justified  in  calling  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  it.  This  legislation 
was  not  only  important  in  itself,  but  it 
was  new,  and  the  House  ought  not  be 
asked  to  pass  such  a  sweeping  clause,  es- 
pecially when  it  was  retroactive  in  its 
effect,  a  principle  in  legislation  which 
had  hitherto  been  held  Li  abhorrence  in 
the  Senate,  as  it  should  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  said  that,  if  he 
allowed  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Amherst  to  pass  unchallenged,  the 
House  might  well  hesitate  before  adopt- 
ing thece  amendments.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  entirely  ignored  the  many 
safeguards  in  the  public  interest  pro- 
vided by  the  Act  of  1878.  So  far  from 
this  amendment  sweeping  away  the 
clauses  from  the  4th  to  the  96th,  it  in  no 
way  interfered  with  them,  but  was  simply 
intended  to  remedy  certain  defects  in  the 
law  and  make  it  work  more  smoothly. 
Sixty  days  must  elapse  between  the  vot- 
ing under  the  Act  and  the  issuing  of  the 
proclamation,  in  oi*der  to  afford  the 
amplest  opportunity  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Governor  in  Council  to  any  irregu- 
larities in  the  proceedings,  and  it  was  to 
be  presumed  that  the  Privy  Council 
would  pay  due  regard  to  the  public  in- 
terests. The  most  careful  supervision 
would  undoubtedly  be  exercised  over  all 
the  steps  taken  to  bring  the  Act  into 
force.  It  had  been  so  in  the  case  of  the 
County  of  Lambton,  the  only  place  in 
Ontario  where  the  Act  had  yet  been 
adopted.  The  friends  of  the  temperance 
movement  in  that  county  were  disposed 
Hon.  Mr,  Dickey. 


to  think  that  the  Secretary  of  State^ 
though  known  to  be  friendly  to  the 
cause,  was  too  particular,  and  was  throw- 
ing unnecessary  difficulties  in  their  way. 
He  (Mr.  Vidal)  was  constiuined  to  admit 
that  the  position  assumed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  that  instance  was  the 
right  one,  because  it  shut  out  all  possible 
complaint  against  the  regularity  of  the 
preliminary  steps  to  the  proceedings  that 
were  subsequently  tasen.  The  same 
jealous  care  would  be  exercised  by  any 
Government  that  might  be  in  power, 
and  would  afford  ample  protection  against 
any  of  the  irregularities  that  had  been 
spoken  of.  A  fruitful  source  c^f  difficulty 
in  working  the  Temperance  Act  of  1864, 
familiarly  known  as  the  Dunkin  Act, 
had  been  the  liability  to  have  the  pro- 
ceedings taken  under  some  of  the  many 
provisions  called  in  question,  and  it 
was  thought  desirable,  if  effect  was 
to  be  givwi  to  the  Act  of  1878,  to 
prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  vexations 
litigation  on  its  minor  details.  He  held 
that,  when  the  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Act  were  complied  with  to  the  satis- 
fection  of  the  €k)vemor  in  Council,  and  a 
proclamation  was  issued,  it  would  not  be 
right  or  proper  to  thwart  the  will  of  the 
people  on  some  mere  technical  matter. 
His  impression  was  that  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  people  were  sufficiently 
guarded,  and  that  the  public  interests 
would  in  no  way  be  jeopardized  by  the 
adoption  of  these  amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  concurred,  in  the 
main,  in  the  proposed  amendments. 
They  covered  cases  that  had  necessarily 
arisen  from  the  working  of  the  Act,  and 
could  not  in  any  sense  have  been  antici- 
pated when  it  was  framed.  The  parti- 
cular paragraph  to  which  exception  was 
taken  by  tiie  hon.  Senator  from  Amherst 
was  one  which  he  (Mr.  Scott)  thought 
should  be  introduced  into  the  Bill.  He 
did  not  regard  it  as  the  disturbing  ele- 
ment that  it  had  been  pictured.  On  the 
contrary,  several  clauses  of  the  Temper- 
ance Act  made  provision  for  careful 
investigation  of  any  allegations  made 
by  parties  opposed  to  its  introduction. 
The  first  stage  was  the  pi-esentation  of 
the  petition  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
who,  under  this  Act,  was  clothed  with 
judicial  power.  When  he  pronounced 
the  papers  regular,  they  could  not  be 
questioned.      That  was  no  new  power. 
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The  leader  of  the  House  had,  no  doubt, 
been  many  times  called  upon  to  give 
judicial  decisions  in  past  ye^rs,  when 
acting  as  Cocrmissioner  of  Crown  Lands, 
and  the  courts  invariably  recognized 
them  as  such.  When  the  petition  was 
presented  due  notice  was  given,  and 
ample  opportunity  was  afforded  to 
parties  who  dissented  from  it  to 
appeal  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 
He  was  the  sole  judge  as  to  the  regu- 
larity of  the  petition,  and  from  his  deci- 
sion there  was  no  appeal.  Up  to  that 
point,  therefore,  the  clause  under  con- 
eideration  could  have  no  possible  bearing 
upon  the  Act  The  next  step  was  the 
scrutiny  of  the  votes,  which  must  be  con- 
ducted, not  before  a  member  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, but  before  a  Judge  of  the  land, 
clothed  with  power  to  investigate 
whether  the  vote  was  legally  taken.  The 
machinery  for  voting  under  this  Ace 
was,  as  nearly  as  possible,  analagous  to 
that  by  which  the  will  of  the  people  was 
ascertained  in  the  election  of  a  member 
to  serve  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
After  the  passage  of  the  Order  in  Council 
a  considerable  time  must  elafise — possibly 
a  year,  but  not  less  than  ninety  days — 
a  sort  of  interregnum  when  no  step  oould 
be  taken  and  an  opportunity  was  given 
to  rectify  any  errors  which  might  have 
been  made,  by  appeal  to  the  Governor  in 
Council  or  the  courts.  Then  followed 
the  final  proceedings.  No  local  authority 
could  be  controverted  ;  while  there  was 
any  license  in  force  the  Act  could  not 
prevail.  He  did  not  place  his  opinion 
in  the  scale  against  that  of  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  but  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  as  soon  as  the  Order  in  Chuncil 
was  issued,  bringing  the  second  part  of 
the  Act  into  operation,  it  was  not  sub- 
ject to  revision  by  the  courts.  While  hf* 
(Mr.  Scott)  thought  the  amendments 
were  very  proper,  as  having  a  quieting 
effect  by  removing  all  doubt  and  pre- 
venting litigation,  that  was  his  opinion. 
The  time  allowed  for  investigating  those 
various  questions  was  ample  in  his  judg- 
ment, somewhat  larger  than  it  should 
have  been ;  though,  possibly,  it  was  wise 
to  give  those  who  were  engaged  in  the 
trade  an  opportunity  of  selling  out  the 
stock  they  had  on  hand  and 
going  into  some  other  business, 
and  to  give  those  who  opposed 
the  measure  time  to  find  fault 
Hon.  Mr,  Scott, 


with  technical  points  that  might  be  in- 
volved in  bringing  the  Act  into  opera- 
tion. He  believed  that  when  Parlia- 
ment passed  the  96  th  clause  of  tho 
Temperance  Act,  they  intended  that, 
once  the  proclamation  was  issued,  no  ex- 
ception could  be  taken  to  any  antecedent 
stage. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  believed  that  was 
the  opinion  of  the  Minister  of  Justice, 
but,  as  there  were  some  doubts  on  the 
subject,  it  was  thought  better  to  quiet 
them  by  this  legislation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  that,  if  he  were 
to  give  an  opinion  upon  it,  he  would  say 
that  once  the  proclamation  was  issued, 
all  that  had  been  done  before  was,  pre- 
sumably, done  correctly ;  that  Parlia- 
ment decreed  this  law  should  be  enforced 
upon  certain  contingencies  happening, 
and  that  the  last  contingency  having 
happened,  the  law  was  in  force  as  abso- 
lutely as  any  act  of  Parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKTNS  said  that  the  Com- 
mittee was  indebted  to  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Amherst  for  having  called  attention 
to  this  particular  clause.  It  was  in- 
tended to  deal  not  merely  with  future 
cases,  but  also  with  some  difficulties 
which  had  occurred  in  the  past ;  as,  for 
instance,  the  polling  in  Lambton  during 
the  local  election,  and  bringing  the  Act 
into  force  in  a  New  Brunswig  county 
where  there  were  no  licenses  issued  at 
alL  It  was  important  that  these  cases 
should  be  covered,  and  that  was  why  this 
Bill  was  construed  as  a  part  of  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  that  the  two 
cases  referred  to  were  covered  by  the 
Bill  as  it  stood,  but  this  clause  was  a 
new  provision  entii'ely.  The  hon.  Sena- 
tor from  Samia  (Mr.  Vidal)  had  an- 
swered himself  as  to  the  necessity  of  this 
legislation  when  he  said  that  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  had  exercised  the 
utmost  care  in  examining  into  all  those 
provisions.  Why  then  was  it  necessary 
to  have  this  legislation  at  all,  especially 
if  the  contention  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  (Mr.  Scott)  was  correct, 
that  the  old  Act  itself  pro- 
vided all  that  was  necessary,  It  was 
quite  true  that  the  Statute  declared  that 
the  Government  must  be  satisfied  with  the 
regularity  of  petitions  and  the  qualifica- 
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tions  of  petitioners  before  they  could 
take  another  step.  It  was  necessary 
that  discretion  should  be  given  to  some- 
body to  see  that  it  was  not  a  sham  pro- 
ceeding. Then,  coming  to  the  scrutiny  of 
votes,  it  was  eminently  necessary  that 
this  duty  should  be  left  to  a  judge.  No- 
body found  fault  with  that  legislation, 
because  it  was  on  all  fours  with  our  elec- 
tion laws.  The  effect  of  the  last  clause 
would  be  to  make  the  Governor  in  Coun- 
cil a  Court  of  Appeal,  and,  under  the 
circumstances,  he  thought  the  House 
should  interfere,  and  not  give,  for  the 
first  time,,  power  such  as  this  to  the 
€rovemment.  With  regard  to  the  judi- 
cial decisions  of  ministers  upon  certain 
points, — in  Crown  land  cases,  for  in- 
stance,'-* an  appeal  could  be  had  to  a 
court  of  law  ;  but  here  it  was  made  abso- 
lutely clear  that  no  election  should  be 
questioned  by  reason  of  an  irregularity  or 
omission.  That  was  a  species  of  legis- 
lation which  ought  not  to  pass  tiiis 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  VI  UAL  said  that  sixty  days 
were  allowed  for  the  very  purpose  of 
looking  into  these  things. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  been  answered  on 
that  point  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. The  delay  was  to  allow  dealers  to 
get  rid  of  their  stock.  It  never  could 
have  been  to  allow  persons  who  might 
reside  a  thousand  miles  from  the  capital 
to  oome  to  Ottawa  to  oppose  the  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  said  that  the  por- 
tion of  the  Act  referred  to  was  designed 
especially  to  afford  parties  ample  oppor- 
tunity to  make  complaints  as  to  irregu- 
larities in  voting,  etc.,  and  the  ques- 
tion of  letting  people  get  out  of  the 
l>usiness  was  what  fixed  ^e  ninety  days. 
There  was,  therefore,  a  period  of  five 
•complete  months  between  the  day  of 
polling  and  the  putting  of  the  Act  in 
loroe,  and  the  first  sixty  days  of  that 
period  were  designed  expressly  to  afford 
the  amplest  opportunity  for  investiga- 
tion into  irregularities  connected  with 
the  polling. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  to  add  the 
following  as  a  new  section : — 

"  6th.  This  Act  and  the  Act  hereby  amend- 
ed shall  be  construed  as  one  Act,  and  as  if 
ihe  provisions  of  this  Act  had  formed  part  of 

J7bn.  Mr.  Dickey, 


the  Act  herehj  amended  when  the  same  was 
originally  enacted." 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  it  was  a  bad 
precedent  to  establish.  The  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  should  be  satisfied  to  take 
powers  for  the  future,  without  making 
them  retroactive. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  tha»i  the 
Committee  rise  and  report  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
the  amendments  asked  for  by  the  Mani- 
toba branch  of  the  Alliance.  The  Tem- 
perance Act  had  certainly  been  doing 
wonders  for  that  Province,  and  it  was 
but  right  to  assist  as  much  as  possible 
the  efforts  of  those  who  were  working 
for  the  abolition  of  intemperance  in 
Manitoba.  He  had  received  from  his 
constituents  a  memorandum  explaining 
the  difficulties  that  were  in  the  way  of 
putting  the  law  into  operation  in  M!aiii- 
toba,  which  he  had  submitted  to  those 
hon.  members  who  were  more  specially 
charged  with  this  legislation,  and  he 
would  respectfully  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  if  the  amendments  asked  for  by 
the  people  of  that  Province  were  includ- 
ed in  the  Bill ) 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  they  were 
not,  and  for  this  reason  :  it  was  supposed 
it  was  not  necessary  that  any  legislation 
should  take  place  here  in  reference  to  the 
carrying  out  of  the  Act  passed  last  year. 
Provision  was  made  that,  in  the  Province 
of  Manitoba,  four  or  five  counties,  with 
the  City  of  Winnipeg,  should  form  a 
county  for  the  purposes  of  this  Temper- 
ance Act,  but,  notwithstanding  the  legis- 
lation that  had  taken  place  in  Manitoba, 
these  counties  still  remained  intact, 
although  they  had  been  officially  divided 
for  miuiicipal  purposes. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  thought  the  people 
of  Manitoba  would  do  him  the  justice  of 
admitting  that  he  was  exceeding  anxious 
that  every  opportunity  should  be  afford- 
ed them  to  put  this  law  into  op^itition. 
Last  year  an  amendment  to  the  Temper- 
ance Act  was  passed  in  order  to  remove 
a  difficulty  and  to  give  the  people  of 
Manitoba  an  opportunity  of  bringing  it 
into  force  in  that  Province  ;  that  amend- 
ing Act  contained  a  proviso  in  the  follow- 
ing words  : — 
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«  Provided  always  that  at  any  future  time, 
when  the  said  Province  shall  have  been  divid- 
ed into  counties,  and  a  regular  municipal 
organization  established  in  each  of  the  then 
counties,  the  said  Act,  as  it  now  stands,  shall 
be  applied  to  the  then  counties,  as  in  the 
other  provinces  of  the  Dominion." 

It  happened  that  daring  the  last  sessipn 
of  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba,  held  a 
few  weeks  ago,  an  Act  was  passed  for  the 
purpose  of  dividing  the  Province  into  a 
number  of  counties,  and  the  friends  of  the 
Temperance  Act,  who  were  desirous  of 
bringing  it  into  force,  were  alarmed  lest 
its  provisions  should  interfere  with  the 
adoption  of  the  law  in  the  five  existing 
counties,  and  had  asked  to  have  that 
proviso  repealed.  After  a  good  deal  of 
conversation  with  the  Deputy  Minister 
of  Justice,  who  had  very  kindly  aided 
him  in  this  matter,  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  request  that  had  been 
made  by  the  Manitoba  branch  of  the 
Alliance  might  be  declined  without  doing 
any  injury  to  the  cause  in  that  Province. 
The  Statute  recently  enacted  there  pro- 
vided that  the  Province  should  remain, 
as  heretofore,  divided  into  five  counties, 
each  of  which  should  comprise  several 
sub-divisions  of  counties,  and,  when  any 
of  the  sub-divisions  became  sufficiently 
populated,  they  could,  by  adopting  a  cer- 
tain course  of  procedure,  become 
separate  counties.  There  was  nothing  in 
this  Local  Act  to  interfere  with  the 
amendment  of  last  year,  and  he  there- 
fore thought  it  would  be  unwise  to  intro- 
duce the  amendment  which  had  been 
asked  for. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK,  from  the  Com- 
mittee,  rei)orted  the  Bill  with  several 
amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  that  the 
report  of  the  Committee  be  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK  asked  if  the  abolition 
of  the  county  court  judges  in  British 
Columbia  would  have  any  effect  on  the 
operation  of  this  law  in  thiEit  Province  1 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  his  impres- 
sion was  that  it  would  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  thought  that 
the  judges  who  were  to  be  appointed 
under  the  Act  of  this  session, 
in  British  Columbia,  Would  be  county 
court  judges. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  they  would 
perform  the  work  of  county  cou re  judges. 
Hon.  Mr.  Vidal. 


The  report  was  adopted,  and  the  Bill 
was  ordered  for  third  reading  to-morrow. 

VILLE  MARIE  BANK  BILL. 
THIRD   READING 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  moved  concur- 
rence in  the  amendments  made  by  the 
Select  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce to  Bill  (D)  "  To  authorize  the  wind- 
ing up  of  the  Bank  Ville  Marie,  and  the 
reduction  of  the  capital  stock." 

The  amendments  were  concurred  in 
and  the  Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 


MANITOBA  LAND  CLAIMS  BILL. 
THIRD   READING. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  Bill  ^94)  "  An  Act  for  the 
final  settlement  of  claims  to  lands  in 
Manitoba  by  occupancy  under  the  Act 
33  Vict.  chap.  3." 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said,  in  rep'y  to 
the  question  put  to  him  the  other  day  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Manitoba  (Mr. 
Girard),  as  to  what  course  the  Crovem- 
ment  was  likely  to  take  in  reference  to 
staked  claims,  that  the  decision  of  the 
Government  was  rather  against  those 
claims.  The  question  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Minister  oi  Justice,  who 
had  given  an  unqualified  decision  that 
the  claims  could  not  be  entertained. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD  contended  that 
it  was  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Minister  of  Justice  to  decide  against 
some  of  those  claims,  where  parties  were 
now  in  possession,  as  they  would  have 
recourse  to  the  ordinary  courts  of  law, 
and,  no  doubt,  some  proceedings  would  be 
necessary  in  the  future  to  decide  this 
very  painful  question.  There  would  be 
dissatisfaction  throughout  the  whole 
Province  if  an  arbitrary  decision  in  that 
way  were  to  override  the  law  of  Mani- 
toba. All  that  the  people  wanted  was 
what  was  in  conformity  with  the  law ; 
and,  while  they  had  great  respect  for  the 
decisions  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  or  of 
his  deputy,  they  would  consider  that  this 
was  not  the  law  of  the  land.  So  long  a^ 
that  decision  was  not  in  accordance  with 
the  law  of  the  land,  the  people  would 
have  the  right,  from  time  to  time,  t% 
claim  from  the  Government  the  exercise 
of  their  just  rights. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  he  might  be 
permitted  to  congratulate  the  hon.  the 
Secretary  of  State  on  the  conclusion  he 
had  reached  in  this  matter.  There  was 
a  time  in  the  memory  of  hon.  gen- 
tlemen when  he  (Mr.  Scott)  had  given 
a*  similar  answer  to  this,  in  reply  to 
the  same  question,  for  which  he  had 
been  severely  criticized  and  condemned. 
On  that  occasion  his  hon.  friend's  col- 
league (Sir  Alexander  Campbell)  had 
adopted  a  benevolent  roUy  and  thought 
that  the  Government  were  exceedingly 
narrow  and  hard-hearted  in  not  recog- 
nizing those  staked  claims ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Scott)  was  very  glad  to  find  that  his 
hon.  friend  had  arrived  at  this  decision, 
because,  when  claims  of  that  very  frail 
character  werejrecognized^  it  opened  the 
door  for  the  loss  of  very  valuable  por- 
tions of  the  Crown  domain.  The 
tendency  of  the  Government  was  to 
regard  with  very  great  leniency 
any  substantial  claim  to  Crown  lands. 
His  own  experience  had  led 
him  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Crown,  as  a  lule,  looked  most  leniently 
upon  all  applications  of  that  sort,  and 
very  properly  so  j  and  they  were  always 
disposed  to  act  liberally  and  justly  on 
any  fair  or  reasonable  claim  that  might 
come  under  the  notice  of  the  particular 
Minister  who  was  charged  with  the  con- 
sideratiotL  of  the  subject.  The  question 
of  staked  claims  wba  of  too  large  a  char- 
acter and  the  lands  involved  were 
too  valuable  to  warrant  the  Government 
to  come  to  any  other  conclusion.  His 
experience,  was  that  people  who  had 
sti^ed  claims  generally  had  other  claims ; 
and  that  the  squatters  in  Manitoba,  when 
they  found  the  country  was  passing  into 
other  hands,  endeavored  to  squat  as 
much  as  possible,  and  cover  as  large  an 
area  of  ground  as  they  could. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
use  which  the  ex-Secretary  of  State  (Mr. 
Scott)  has  made  of  our  change  of  posi- 
tion is  a  perfectly  fair  retort,  and  I 
acknowledge  the  good  spirit  in  which  it 
is  made.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
well  the  difference  between  being  on  this 
side  of  the  House  and  on  that.  At  the 
same  time,  the  Government  have  been 
ready  to  give  the  hon.  member  from 
Manitoba  an  opportunity  of  urging 
these  claims,  which  he  has  advocated  in 
years  past,  not  that  the  claims  can  be 
Hon.  Mr,  Girard. 


allowed  as  far  as  we  know,  but  that  the 
parties  who  hold  them  should  be  allowed 
an  opportunity  of  pressing  other  claims 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Government, 
and  what  I  formerly  supported  my  hon. 
friend  from  Manitoba  in,  was  that  they 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so 
in  the  way  which  was  most  convenient 
to  those  who  held  the  claims.  My  feel- 
ing at  the  time  was  this :  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Manitoba  was  simply 
anxious  to  be  heard  upon  the  point,  and 
that  the  Government  of  that  day  were 
taking  the  position  that  these  ,  parties 
could  not  well  be  heard,  and  that  if  there 
was  any  action  to  be  taken,they  could  only 
be  hesurd  under  the  then  law,  without 
the  additional  remedy  which  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Manitoba  was  at  that  time 
urging  upon  the  House.  I  had  always 
been  anxious  to  support  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Girard)  in  all  those  questions  for 
the  advantages  of  the  Province  from 
which  he  comes,  and  I  entirely  sympa- 
thise with  the  hon.  gentleman  in  his . 
exertions  on  behalf  of  the  people  whom 
he  represents. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  his  own  feeling 
had  always  been  that  claims  of  this  kind 
should  bid  treated  in  the  most  liberal 
spirit  whenever  there  was  any  ground 
for  them,  and  he  had  a  most  distinct 
recollection  of  telling  the  hon.  member 
for  Manitoba  that  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  judge  each  individual 
case  on  its  merits,  and  he  had 
himself  directed  Colonel  Dennis  to 
investigate  every  claim  of  that  kind 
that  was  especially  brought  under 
Ids  notice.  They  were  not  claims  that 
involved  the  cultivated  or  improved 
lands,  but  were  simply  claims  that  had 
been  staked  out  immediately  before  the 
Federal  Government  took  charge  of  the 
country.  He  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Manitoba  could  point  out 
a  single  case  where  any  subsequent  im- 
provement had  been  made  by  tho  claim- 
ant, either  by  the  erection  of  houses  or 
the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  in  which  the 
claim  had  not  been  recognized.  At  all 
events  he  had  given  him  (Mr.  Girard) 
the  assurance  that  every  facility  would 
he  afforded  for  each  individual  claim 
to  be  considered  on  its  own  merits. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD  regretted  that 
some  provision  had  not  been  introduced 
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into  this  Bill  for  the  settlement  of  these 
claims.  What  he  had  Contended  for 
three  or  four  years  ago  was  the  same  as 
he  now  contended  for.  He  wsgs  asking 
for  jastice,  and  all  he  wanted  was  that 
those  claims  should  be  submitted  to  the 
proper  tribunal.  What  he  blamed  the 
Government  for  in  former  years  was  that 
these  claimants,  who  were  owners  of 
property  for  which  they  were  taxed 
as  proprietors,  and  were  considered 
as  such,  had  not  been  granted  a 
title.  It  was  not  right  to  allow  pro- 
perty to  continue  in  that  state,  as  the 
owners  were  constantly  exposed  to  the 
loss  of  their  money,  and  it  was  very  well 
known  that  immense  sums  of  money  had 
been  lost  in  that  way  up  to  the  present 
time,  as  immigrants  had  purchased 
from  the  owners,  relying  upon  the  good 
faith  of  the  people  who  sold,  and  the 
liberality  of  tiie  Grovemment  to  grant 
proper  titles.  He  hoped  that  the  good- 
will extended  to  him  by  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Militia  and  the  hon.  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  the  past  would  con- 
tinue, and  that  they  would  assist  him  in 
obtaining  justice  for  those  who  were  in 
the  position  he  had  desciibed.  He  would 
ask  the  Government  to  consider  the  mat- 
ter as  a  simple  question  of  justice,  and  to 
have  it  submitted  to  the  proper  tribunal* 
What  he  had  asked  from  the  former 
Government  was,  that  these  different 
cases  should  be  submitted  to  the  Com- 
missioner appointed  to  decide  conflicting 
claims.  The  decision  of  such  a  tribunal 
would  give  satisfaction ;  but  if  this  Bill 
contained  no  provision  for  the  settlement 
of  those  claims,  it  would  not  give  satis- 
faction to  the  people  of  Manitoba. 

Hon.  Mr.  SUTHERLAND  said  there 
were  a  great  many  claims  that  were  not 
exactly  ''  staked  "  claims,  as  the  parties 
had  made  certain  improvements,  and 
they  were  in  the  same  difficulty  as  parties 
who  had  merely  staked  claims.  He  did 
not  know  how  it  was,  or  for  what  reason, 
but,  notwithstanding  the  representations 
made  by  the  members  from  that  Province, 
there  was  a  great  number  of  claims 
remaining  unsettled,  of  which  he  knew 
the  merits  himself,  which  he  consid- 
ered just  and  valid  claims.  They  had 
been  held  in  abeyance  for  the  last  eight 
years,  and  he  felt  as  strongly  in  this  mat^ 
ter  as  his  hon.  colleague  (Mr.  Girard) 
that  they  should  have  been  long  ago 
lion.  Mr.  Girard, 


settled.  If  any  sp^y  means  could  be 
devised  for  the  settlement  of  these 
claims,  it  should  be  adopted.  He  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  appoint  a 
special  commissioner  to  investigate  and 
hear  those  cases  on  the  spot,  and  also 
take  evidence,  if  necessary,  as  to  the 
value  of  the  claims,  so  that  the  difficulty 
could  be  at  once  disposed  of. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  sympathised 
with  the  hon.  Senators  from  Manitoba, 
but,  in  view  of  the  action  of  the  Committee 
on  the  previous  Bill  to  amend  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  he  did  not  anticipate 
that  they  could  persuade  the  Government 
to  give  up  their  power  to  settle  these 
claims,  since  they  had  constituted  them- 
selves a  court  of  appeal  to  decide  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  groups  of  coun- 
ties all  over  the  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  that  what 
was  understood  by  the  Government  as 
''  staked  claims*'  was  where  parties  went 
out  on  the  prairie  and  staked  out  for 
themselves  large  blocks  of  land  of  thou- 
sands of  acres,  on  which  they  made  no 
improvements  whatever.  This  could 
not  be  considered  a  very  strong  claim. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE, 
from  the  Committee,  reported  the  Bill 
without  amendments. 

The  report  was  adopted,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

RIVIEBE  DU  LOUP  BRANCH  PURCHASE 
BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  Bill  (81)  "  To  confirm  the 
purchase  by  the  Dominion  of  a  portion 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  the 
agreement  made  with  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company  of  Canada  with  respect 
thereto." 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  without  amend- 
ment. 

The  report  was  adopted,  and  the  Bill 
was  tead  the  third  time  and  passed. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (65)  "  To  amend  the  Acts  respect- 
ing the  Montreal  Telegraph  Company." — 
(Mr.  Ryan.) 

The  House  adjourned  at  4.40  p.m. 
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THE  SENATE. 

Wednesday y  April  2Ut,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

After  prayers  and  routine  proceedings, 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Standing  Orders  and  Private 
Bills,  reported  Bill  (73)  "Respecting 
Port  Whitby  Haibor  Company"  without 
amendments. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

SAULT  STB.  MAEIE   RAILWAY. 
INQUIRY. 
Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  inquired  :— 
^  Does  the  Goyemment  intend  to  take  any 
effective  measures,  during    this  session,  for 
ensuring,  either  by  the  granting  of  a  subsidy 
or  otherwise,  the  immediate  construction  of  a 
railway  to  connect  the  south-east  end  of  Lake 
Nipissing  with  the  SauU  Ste.  Marie  ?  " 

He  said  :  As  this  matter  of  the  Sault 
Ste.  Marie  Railway  has  been  repeatedly 
brought  before  the  House,  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  me  to  enter  into  any 
lengthy  explanations  to  justify  the 
inquiry  which  I  have  jrst  made.  On  a 
previous  occasion,  I  had  the  honor  to  lay 
before  the  Senate  my  views  on  this  mat- 
ter, and  to  give  the  strong  reasons  which 
influenced  the  people  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec  in  ui'ging  the  commencement  of 
work  on  the  eastern  end  of  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway,  and,  though  I  do 
not  intend  to  enter  into  any  details,  it 
will  not  be  amiss  for  me  to  repeat 
briefly  the  reasons  which  the  people  of 
my  Province  have  for  insisting  upon  this 
work.  Every  hon.  gentleman  in  this 
House  recollects  that  this  subject  has 
been  considered  of  great  importance,  not 
only  in  the  Dominion,  but  in 
England  as  well,  and  that  the 
Imperial  Cbvemment  have  taken  the 
matter  into  their  hands,  and  have 
pressed,  thrugh  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  for  a  policy  that  will 
give  effect  to  the  compact  under  which 
British  Columbia  came  into  the  Union. 
It  was,  as  hon.  gentlemen  are  aware,  con- 
sidered by  Lord  Carnarvon,  that  Canada's 
obligation  was  such,  that  no  less  a  sum 
than  12,000,000  should  be  expended  in 
British  Columbia,  to  compensate  that 
Province  for  the  disadvantage  caused 
them  by  the  postponement,  for  a  few 
Him.  Mr.  Vidal. 


years,  of  the  construction  of  the  railway. 
In  1878, 1  took  occasion  to  remind  the 
members  of  this  House  of  the  fact  that,  if 
our  treaty  obligations,  in  respect  to  that 
Province,  bound  us  so  solemnly  as  to 
oblige  us  to  undertake  such  a  heavy 
expenditure,  they  were  not  only  binding 
in  favor  of  British  Columbia,  but  also  in 
favor  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  which 
consented  to  the  agreement  only  on  the 
express  condition  that  the  Pacific  Rail- 
way should  be  commenced  at  both  ends 
simultaneously.  I  will  read  one  of  the 
resolutions  passed  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  1871,  and  to  which  the  Senate 
assented.  It  will  be  found  in  the  Jour- 
nals of  the  House  of  Commons  of  that 
session,  volume  4,  page  1 98,  and  is  as 
follows : — 

"  The  Government  of  the  Dominion  under- 
take to  secure  the  commencement  simultan- 
eously, within  two  years  from  the  date  of  the 
Union,  of  the  construction  of  a  railway  from  the 
Pacific  towards  the  Bocky  Mountains,  and 
from  such  point  as  may  be  selected  east  of  the 
Bocky  Mountains,  towards  the  Pacific,  to  con- 
nect the  seaboard  of  British  Columbia  with 
the  railway  system  of  Canada,  and  further  to 
secure  the  completion  of  such  railway  within 
ten  years  from  the  date  of  the  Union." 

It  has  always  been  understood  that  this- 
solemn  treaty  bound  the  Parliament  of 
the  Dominion  not  only  in  favor  of  ono 
of  the  contracting  parties,  but  of  the 
whole.  One  of  the  contracting  parties 
was  certainly  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
and  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  people 
of  that  Province  is  that  those  resolutions 
would  never  have  been  assented  to  by 
them  but  on  the  condition  that  the  work 
should  be  begun  at  the  same  time  at  the 
eastern  and  western  extremities  of  the 
railway.  Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  if  the 
rights  in  this  matter  of  some  11,000  or 
12,000  white  people,and  60,000  to  60,000 
Indians  in  the  Province  of  British 
Columbia  are  considered  of  such  import- 
ance as  to  oblige  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
to  nndertake  such  a  heavy  expenditure  in 
that  Province^  are  we  not  equally  obliged 
to  keep  faith  with  the  1,500,000  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  of  the 
Ottawa  Valley,  and  to  commence  the 
construction  of  the  eastern  end  of  the 
railway?  Of  course  the  people  of 
Quebec  and  of  the  Ottawa  Valley  know 
the  position  in  which  the  country  haa 
been  since  that  time,  and  they  have  been 
unwilling,  in  consideration  of  the  finan- 
cial difficulties  under  which  the  Domin- 
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ion  has  labored,  to  press  the  immediate 
execution  of  this  part  of  the  agreement, 
but  there  is  no  reason  why  our  rights 
should  be  lost  sight  of  altogether. 
Everybody  in  this  House  agrees  upon 
the  advantages  to  be  derived  from  the 
immediate  construction  of  that  branch 
to  SauU  Ste.  Marie.  Let  us  secure, 
either  by  a  subsidy  or  otherwise,  the 
immediate  construction  of  that  road.  It 
will,  at  all  events,  be  a  compensatioii  to 
Quebec.  I  would  conclude  my  remarks 
at  this  point,  but  for  a  few  words  on 
this  subject  that  fell  from  the  hon.  Sena- 
tor from  Londonderry  (Mr.  McLelan) 
the  other  day.  I  used  to  consider  that 
hon.  gentleman,  and  I  still  consider  him, 
a  high  authority  on  such  important  mat- 
ters. I  had  made  up  my  mind  that  we 
could,  on  all  subjects  of  this  kind,  adopt 
his  views  with  the  greatest  security,  but  I 
roust  say  that,  in  this  instance,  I  am 
obliged  to  differ  from  him  a  little.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  expressed  the  view 
that  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  sacrifice 
large  sums  of  money,  say  some 
$8,000,000,  in  the  construction  of  a 
road  to  connect  our  eastern  system  of 
railways  with  the  American  railways  at 
Sault  Ste.  Marie.  I  am  ready  to  agree 
with  him  to  a  certain  extent ;  that  is,  I 
would  not  be  willing  to  recommend  the 
expenditure  of  say  $8,000,000  for  the 
immediate  construction  of  such  a 
railway  to  the  detriment  of  the 
main  line  of  the  Pacific  Bailway, 
but  the  hon.  gentleman  has  lost 
sight  of  the  fact  that  this 
branch  railway,  purporting  to  con- 
nect at  Sault  Ste.  Marie  with  the 
American  Railways,  may  be  built,  to  a 
certain  extent,  as  part  of  the  main  line. 
Moreover,  hon.  gentlemen  know  that  the 
other  House  has  been  called  upon  to  pass 
a  bill  to  extend  the  powers  of  two  differ- 
ent companies,  to  enable  them  to  build  a 
railway  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  and  it  is 
sufficient  to  mention  that  fact  to  shew 
the  anxiety  of  the  people  of  the  Domin- 
ion at  large  to  have  this  railway  con- 
structed, and  also  to  shew  that  the 
Government  will  not  be  called  upon  to 
build  this  road  as  a  public  work.  To 
that  extent  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Londonderry ;  but  I  think  it 
is  a  mistake  not  to  recognise  the  superior 
importance  of  this  railway  n«t  only  to 
eastern  parts  of  the  Dominion,  but  to 
Hon.  Mr,  Trudel. 


the  country  at  lai-ge.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man will  see  that,  if  this  rail- 
way were  connected  with  the  Ameri- 
can system  of  railways  in  the  Western 
States,  the  latter  would  become  feeders 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.  It  is 
well  known  that  the  most  important 
advantage  of  this  railway  would  be  to 
bring  through  Canadian  territory  the 
whole  of  the  export  trade  of  the  Western 
States.  When  the  Pembina  Branch  was 
built>  we  had  to  regret  the  peculiar  posi- 
tion in  which  our  NorUi-West  was 
placed.  We  regretted  that  the  money  of 
Canada  had  to  be  expended  in  the  build- 
ing of  a  road  which  made  that  coun- 
try tributary  to  the  Ajnerican  railways. 
The  construction,  however,  of  the  branch 
to  Sault  Ste.  Marie  would  have  the  effect 
of  returning  to  Canada  the  trade  which 
goes  from  our  North-West,  and  it  will  be 
the  only  way  to  secure  the  trade  which 
is  now  sent  by  the  Pembina  Branch  over 
American  railways.  Hence,  I  consider 
that  through  the  Sault  Ste.  Marie 
Branch,  the  Northern  Pacific,  and  all  the 
other  lines  of  the  Western  States  will 
become  tributary  to  our  Canadian  sys- 
tem of  railways  ;  and  the  eastern  pro- 
vinces, and  chiefly  Nova  Scotia,  on 
account  of  its  winter  port,  will  derive 
the  greatest  benefit. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN — It  is  a  matter 
of  regret  to  me  to  hear  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  has,  to  a  certain  extent,  with- 
drawn his  confidence  in  me  in  the  matter 
of  railway  construction.  I  do  not  find 
that  there  is  very  much  difference 
between  us  when  he  comes  to  explain  his 
views.  I  contended  that  I  considered  it 
unwise  at  the  present  time  to  expend 
$8,000,000  in  constructing  that  road, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  be  of 
the  same  opinion.  So  far  as  the  two  lines 
would  run  on  the  same  location,  I  agree 
with  him  that  we  might  subsidise  this 
road  for  seventy  miles,  and  let  the  work 
of  construction  go  on  ;  then,  if  it  was  not 
found  practicable  for  the  Dominion  to 
construct  an  all-rail  route,  let  the  subsidy 
be  given  to  the  Sault 

.  Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL—Does  not  the 
hon.  gentleman  believe  that  a  part  of 
this  branch  should  be  built ) 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN— The  seventy 
miles  common  to  both  lines  might  be 
subsidized. 
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in  Manitoba. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEXANDER  CAMP- 
BELL— It  seeuis  to  me  that  my  hon. 
friend  puts  himself  rather  too  much  in 
the  position  of  representing  a  third  party 
to  the  contract  made  at  the  time  of  the 
entrance  of  British  Columbia  into  the 
Union.  Now,  there  were  only  two  par- 
ties in  the  arrangement — the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  of  which  the  Province  of 
Quebec  is  a  part  just  as  much  as  the 
Province  of  Ontario  or  any  other  Pro- 
vince is,  on  the  one  side ;  the  other  party 
to  the  arrangement  was  British  Colum- 
bia, and  the  agreement  that  was  made 
was  as  much  by  the  Province  of  Quebec 
as  by  any  other  province  of  the 
Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  explained 
that  it  was  expressly  on  the  condition 
that  the  railway  would  be  built  simul- 
taneously from  both  ends  that  the  Pro- 
vince of  Quebec  consented  to  the  admis- 
sion of  British  Columbia  into  the  Con- 
federation. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
quite  understand  that,  but  the  arrange- 
ment that  was  made  was,  that  the  load 
should  be  commenced  in  British  Colum- 
bia and  on  this  side  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains  simultaneously,  and  should 
connect  with  the  railway  system  of  the 
Dominion.  That  does  not  involve  all 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  infers  from  it. 
In.  answer  to  his  question,  however,  I 
beg  to  say  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  during  the  present  season, 
to  examine  the  route  carefully  westward 
from  Lake  Nipissing,  and  to  aid  by  sub- 
sidy or  otherwise,  if  necessaiy,  next 
session,  the  construction  of  a  railway  to 
connect  the  Canada  Central  Railway 
terminus  at  Lake  Nipissing  with  Lake 
Superior  on  a  line,  and  with  the  condi- 
tions to  be  fixed  by  the  Government,  and 
the  route  to  be  settled  in  such  a  manner 
as  substantially  to  aid  in  the  eventual 
construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  on  the  northern  shore  of  Lake 
Superior. 

LAND  CLAIMS  IN  MANITOBA.       . 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD  moved  :— 

^  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Governor-General,  praying 
that  His  Bxoellenoy  will  be  pleased  to  cause 

Hon.  Mr.  McLeUm. 


to  be  laid  before  this  House,  Ist.  A  list  of  the 
applications  presented  for  Letters  Patent, 
under  the  Act  33  Vict.,  chap.  3,  fyled  in  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  or  in  the  Pohlic 
Lands  Office  in  Winnipeg,  and  on  which  no 
action  has  heen  taken  as  yet,  either  because 
the  possession  alleged  in  them  has  been  found 
insufficient,  or  too  precarious,  or  otherwise, 
with  the  names  and  residences  of  the  appli- 
cants, and  a  statement  of  the  locality  of  each 
lot  of  land  claimed.  2nd.  A  list  o(  and  a 
statement  of  the  nature  of^  the  answers,  made 
to  the  several  applicants.  3rd.  Copies  of,  or 
extracts  from,  the  official  answers  made  by 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  on  the  subject 
of  these  occupancies  found  insufficient  and 
too  precarious  to  entitle  the  par  ties  to  Letters 
Patent  under  the  above  mentioned  Act,  and  ot 
all  Orders  in  Council  relating  thereto." 

He  said :  The  House  will  recognise  the 
importance  of  having  these  claims  settled 
as  soon  as  possible.  I  do  not  desire  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Senate  by  refer- 
ring to  the  discussions  which  took  place 
on  this  subject  in  the  session  of  1878, 
and  to  the  position  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  now  leads  the  House,  from 
his  sense  of  justice,  then  took.  In  view 
of  the  opinion  that  he  expressed  at  that 
time,  and  the  sympathy  shewn  by  the 
Senate,  which  I  am  sure  I  shall  always 
gratefully  remember,  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  Government  will  do  justice  to  the 
parties  interested  in  these  claims.  All 
that  these  claimants  want  is  justice.  They 
contend  that  they  should  not  be  deprived 
of  their  lands  without  being  allowed  an 
opportunity  to  furnish  proof  of  the  val- 
idity of  their  claims,  and  that  they  should 
in  idl  cases  have  the  benefit  of  any  doubt. 
The  greatest  liberality  has  been  displayed 
up  to  the  present  time  in  settling  claims 
to  lands  in  the  North-West,  and  I  hope 
that  the  Government  will  not  now,  when 
we  are  approaching  the  end  of  all  these 
claims,  be  less  liberal  than  they  have 
been  in  the  past. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
address  which  has  been  moved  for 
includes  a  good  deal  of  information  which 
could  not  be  prepared  in  time  to  be  sub- 
mitted during  the  present  session.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  have  a 
portion  of  it,  I  would  suggest  to  him  to 
call  at  the  office  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  and  see  if  it  cannot  be  obtained 
in  that  way.  I  think  he  would,  in  that 
manner,  save  time  and  make  progress  in 
the  matter  which  he  has  so  much  at 
heart  The  papers  will  be  brought 
down,  but  not  Uiis  session. 
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Hon.  Mr,  GTRARD— My  intention 
was  not  to  obtain  all  these  papers  during 
the  present  session,  but  to  have  them 
ready  in  case  it  shonld  be  desirable  to 
take  action  upon  them  at  some  future 
time.  If  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Militia 
will  grant  what  I  am  asking  for,  I  will 
try  to  select  such  papers  as  I  i*equire  at 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  and  in 
the  Land  Office  at  Winnipeg.  The  in- 
formation that  I  want  is  the  number  of 
applicants,  and  the  claims  remaining  in 
those  offices,  on  which  no  action  has  been 
taken.  I  am  under  the  impression  thut 
no  answer  was  given  in  some  cases.  I 
do  not  think  it  is  right  to  leave  those 
parties  under  the  impression  that  they 
have  some  rights  if  they  have  none.  If 
this  information  can  be  obtained,  it  will 
go  to  the  public,  and  all  of  the  parties 
interested  wiU  be  able  to  see  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— On 
the  understan«ling  that  my  hon.  friend 
mentions — that  he  will  go  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  here,  and  to  the 
Land  Office  at  Winnipeg,  and  select  the 
information  he  wants — I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  address.  But,  in  assenting  to 
it,  I  wish  to  say  that,  so  far  as  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  is  aware,  there  is  no 
case  in  which  an  answer  has  not  been 
given  either  for  or  against  the  applicant. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD— My  answer  to 
that  is  simply  that  I  am  in  that  position 
myself.  Perhaps  it  is  in  the  cases  of 
those  staked  claims  which  were  i*eferred 
to  in  the  House  yesterday.  I  know 
that  such  applications  were  made  six  or 
seven  years  ago,  and  no  answer  what- 
ever has  been  received  to  them.  I  think 
information  should  be  given  to  every 
interested  party,  of  the  position  in  which 
his  claim  now  stands. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

The  following  Bills,  from  the  House  of 
Commons,  were  introduced  and  read  the 
first  time  : — 

Bill  (30) ''  To  legalize  marriage  with 
the  sister  of  a  deceased  wife." — (Mr. 
Ferrier.) 

Bill  (46)  "  To  incorporate  the  Winni- 
peg   and     Hudson    Bay    Railway  and 
Steamship  Company." — (Mr.  Bead.) 
Han.  Sir  Alex,  CcunpbelL 


CANADA      TEMPERANCE     ACT      (1878) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (K)  "  An  Act  to  remove 
doubts  as  to  the  true  intent  and  meaning 
of  sub-section  2  of  section  9  of  '  The 
Canada  Temperance  Act  (1878)/  and  to 
further  amend  the  said  Act." 

The  Bill  was  read  the  third  tim^. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  to  amend 
the  title  to  make  it  read  as  follows  : 
"  An  Act  to  explain  and  further  amend 
*  The  Canada  Temperance  Act  (1878).'  " 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill,  as  amended,  was  passed. 

ONTARIO     AND     PACIFIC     JUNCTION 
RAILWAY  BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (50)  "To  amend  the 
Act  to  incorporate  the  Ontario  and 
Pacific  Junction  Railway  Company."  He 
explained  that  the  objects  of  ihe  Bill 
were  to  reduce  the  amount  of  bonds  to  be 
issued  from  $30,000  to  $20,000  per  mile, 
to  pi'ovide  for  the  investment  of  the 
sinking  fund  and  to  provide  for  a  con- 
nection with  the  Pacific  Railway. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

STADACONA  BANK  BILL, 
SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  i?ELLETIER  moved  the 
second  reading  of  Bill  (16),  "  An  Act  to 
authorize  and  provide  for  the  winding 
up  of  the  Stadacona  Bank."  He  said  that 
this  Bill  came  from  the  directors  and 
shareholders^  who,  in  their  petition, 
alleged  that  the  funds  of  the  Bank  could 
not  be  safely  invested,  •wing  to  the  fact 
that  there  were  too  many  banks  in  the 
City  of  Quebec.  The  first  year  of  the 
existence  of  the  Bank,  a  dividend  of  iseven 
per  cent,  was  declared.  During  the  three 
following  years  the  annual  dividend  was 
reduced  to  six  per  cent,  the  fifth  year  it 
was  reduced  to  four  per  cent,  and  t^e  last 
half  year  there  was  no  dividend  at  all. 
The  petitioners  estimated  that  wheR  the 
affairs  of  the  Bank  came  to  be  liquidated 
it  would  be  found  that  not  more  than  90 
or  95  per  cent,  of  the  capital  would  be 
available  for  the  shareholders ;  the  cap- 
23 
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ital  would  be  impaired  to  the  extent  of 
$50,000  to  1100,000.  They  represented 
that,  if  the  assets  were  not  wound  up  im- 
mediately, the  shareholders  might  suffer 
still  greater  loss. 
The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

MONTREAL     TELEGRAPH     COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

SBCOND  BBADIKO. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY,  in  the  absence  of 
Mr.  Eyan,  moved  the  second  reading  of 
Bill  (65)  '<  An  Acfc  to  amend  the  Acts 
respecting  the  Montreal  Telegraph  Com- 
pany." 

The  motion  was  agi*eed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  adjourned  at  4.10  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Thursday,  April  22nd,  1880, 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BILLS/INTRODUCED. 

The  following  Bills,  from  the  House  of 
Commons,  were  introdueed  and  read  the 
first  time : — 

Bill  (45)  "To  incorporate  the  Great 
North- Western  Telegraph  Company  of 
Canada."— (Mr.  Vidal.) 

Bill  (68)  "  To  incorporate  the  Nelson 
Valley  Railway  and  Transportation  Com- 
pany."— (Mr.  Ryan.) 

Bill  (53)  "Respecting  the  Credit 
Valley  Railway  Company." — (Mr.  Allan.) 

The  House  adjourned  at  3.30  p.m. 


Friday,  April  23rd,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o  clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

STADACONA  BANK  BILL. 
THIRD   READING. 

Hon.   Mr.   ALLAN,   from   the  Com- 
mittee   on    Banking     and     Commerce, 
re[H>rted  Bill  (16)  "To  authorise  and  pro- 
Hon,  Mr,  Pelletier. 


vide  for  the  winding  up  of  the  Stadaoona 
Bank,"  without  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER  moved  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  I'ead  the  third  time  and  passed. 


ONTARIO    AND    PACIFIC    JUNCTION 
RAILWAY   COMPANY'S    BILL. 

THIRD    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  K<)ilways,  Telegraphs  and  Har- 
bors, repoi-ted  Bill  (50)  "  To  amend  th© 
Act  incorporating  the  Ontario  and  Pacific 
Junction  Railway  Company,"  without 
amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS  moved  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 


MONTREAL     TELEGRAPH     COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Har- 
bors, reported  Bill  (65)  "  To  amend  the 
Acts  respecting  the  Montreal  Telegraph 
Company,"  with  some  amendments,  the 
most  important,  of  which,  he  explained, 
was  to  give  power  to  the  Company  to 
lease  their  lines  in  the  same  manner  that 
the  Dominion  Telegraph  Company  had 
done  under  powers  conferred  upon  them 
by  Parliament  last  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY  moved  concur- 
rence in  the  amendments. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill  was  fixed  for 
Monday  next. 

THE  PANAMA  SHIP  CANAL. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK 

«  Called  attention  to  the  important  bear- 
ing of  the  proposed  Panama  Canal  on  the 
future  prosperity  of  the  Dominion,  and  the 
necessity,  when  such  work  is  construced,  fot 
securing  the  unrestricted  use  thereof,  not  only 
for  our  commerce,  hut  for  that  of  the  whole 
Empire,  and  inquired  whether  the  Government 
have  any  correspondence  with  the  Imperial 
Government  on  the  subject.** 

He  said  :  The  name  of  De  Lesseps,  that 
celebrated  man  who  projected  and  carried 
out  to  full  completion  the  Suez  Canal,  has 
recently  been  connected  with  this  other 
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great  tmdertaking,  the  Panama  Ship 
Canal,  and,  when  a  gentleman  of  his 
eminence  has  pronounced  it  practicable 
and  is  willing  to  undertake  the  construc- 
tion of  it,  I  think  all  persons  who  take 
an  interest  in  the  progress  of  the  com- 
merce of  the  world  should  have  hailed 
that  circumstance  with  satisfaction. 
Unfortunately,  however,  that  has  not 
been  the  case.  Immediately  on  his  com- 
ing to  the  front  and  declaring  his  inten- 
tion of  undertaking  this  great  enterprise, 
we  find  the  neighboring  republic  of  the 
United  States  coming  forward  and  assert- 
ing the  right  of  exercising,  when  the 
work  is  accomplished,  a  certain  protec- 
torate over  it  One  would  have  expect- 
ed  they  would  have  come  forward  and 
encouraged  De  Lesseps  in  the  under- 
taking; would  have  offered  to  assist 
him,  but  such  has  not  been  the  case. 
Now,  we  may  as  well  inquire  what  this 
exercise  of  a  protectorate  implies.  It  is 
a  very  indefinite  term.  It  would  most 
probably  soon  be  foundjbhat  a  protectorate 
could  not  be  exercised  efficiently  without 
acquiring  territory,  and  we  know  how 
quietly  tiie  United  States  Government 
acquired  Alaska.  It  might  be  done  in 
this  case  just  in  the  same  way.  When 
the  United  States  came  to  acquire  the  ter- 
ritory through  which  theoanal  ran,  it  would 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  become  an 
American  canal,  and,  if  they  went  to  the 
extent  of  acquiring  territory  and  claimed 
and  had  the  right  of  exercising  a  pro- 
tectorate over  the  canal,  they  would 
naturally  look  for  compensation.  What 
would  ifchat  compensation  be  %  We  can- 
not tell ;  but,  perhaps^  we  in  the  Do- 
minion know  better  than  any  others 
what  the  American  policy  with  respect 
to  their  canals  has  been,  and  no  one  is 
better  qualified  than  we  are  to  judge  what 
would  be  their  policy  if  what  they  claim 
in  connection  with  this  canal  were  to  be 
conceded  to  them.  If  other  nations  and 
other  Governments  remain  silent  on  this 
subject,  that  silence  may  be  interpreted 
into  acquiescence  and  admission  of  the 
validity  of  the  claim  they  bring  forward. 
What  would  be  the  result  %  Will  Euro- 
pean capitalists  invest  money  in  an  under- 
taking under  such  circumstances?  [ 
think  not.  Now,  as  a  commercial  people, 
I  think  the  Government  of  Britain  is 
more  deeply  interested  in  this  great 
undertaking  than  that  of  any  other  coun- 
HoTu  Mr.  Wark. 


try,  and,  perhaps,  no  part  of  the  Empire 
is  more  deeply  interested  in  it  than  the 
Dominion.  It  becomes  us,  therefore,  and 
I  think  it  is  very  proper  that  the  question 
should  be  discussed  here,  that  we 
should  inquire  into  the  claim  which  the 
United  States  put  forward.  It  cannot^ 
rest  upon  geographical  position.  No 
doubt  they  possess  a  very  large  portion 
of  this  North  American  continent ;  but 
Canada  has  nearly  as  extensive  a  terri- 
tory as  theirs.  If  they  allege  that  they 
are  nearer  the  canal  than  We  are,  Mexico 
is  still  nearer  than  they.  If  they  allege 
that  their  territory  extends  from  ocean 
to  ocean,  Mexico  and  Canada  may  put 
forward  the  same  claim.  If  they  contend 
that  they  require  it  to  carry  on  commerce 
between  their  Atlantic  and  Pacific  ports, 
Mexico  has  a  far  larger  front  upon  the 
Pacific  than  they  have.  The  extent  of 
the  Mexican  Pacific  coast  line  is  2,200' 
miles.  British  Columbia,  1200,  and  Cen- 
tral America,  900 ;  making  4,300  miles 
altogether;  while  the  United  States, 
leaving  out  Alaska,  have  only  1,350,  or 
not  more  than  one-third  of  the  extent 
owned  by  the  other  States,  who  are  all 
interested  in  this  undertaking.  Now, 
they  may  allege  that  they  have  an 
extensive  fleet  of  shipping.  So  they 
have ;  but  we,  too,  are  extensively  engaged 
in  shipping.  This  Dominion,  perhaps, 
possesses  as  respectable  a  fleet  of  ships  as 
any  people  of  the  same  number  in  any 
other  part  of  the  world,  and  we,  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  especially,  pride  our- 
selves on  the  enterprise  and  energy  of 
our  shipowners.  I  believe  there  is  no 
other  country  in  the  world  which,  like 
the  Maritime  Provinces,  possesses  a  ton 
of  shipping,  or  more  than  a  ton,  for 
every  individual  of  the  population.  How 
are  these  ships  employed  1  I  can  remem- 
ber when  we  began  to  build  ships  merely 
to  carry  timber,  but  our  enterprising 
shipbuilders  and  shipowners  found  that 
ships  could  be  employed  much  more 
profitably,  especially  such  valuable  ships 
as  they  build,  and  our  vessels  are  now 
engaged  in  the  carrying  trade  of  the 
whole  world.  They  are  sent 
out  to  Australia,  India,  or  some 
other  eastern  country.  If  they  can 
get  a  round  charter  for  the  voyage  out 
and  back,  all  the  better ;  if  not,  they  go 
out  and  run  the  risk  of  getting  a  return 
charter.      They  have  frequently  to  cross 
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the  Pacific  to  look  for  a  charter  home. 
They  may  call  at  California  and  load 
with  wheat,  and  when  they  do  so  it  is  a 
most  dreary  and  tedious  passage  to  come 
round  Cape  Horn.  I  desire  particularly 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
this  subject  When  they  have  sailed 
down  the  coast  until  they  get  to  Panama, 
they  are  ten  degrees  north  of  the  equator ; 
they  run  down  these  ten  degrees  and 
fifty-five  degrees  further  before  they  get 
to  Cape  Horn.  They  have  thus  to  run 
sixty-five  degrees  down  the  Pacific 
and  sixty-five  degrees  up  again  before 
they  get  back  to  the  latitude  of  Panama 
in  the  Atlantic.  This  very  consideration, 
and  this  alone,  will  shew  you  the  import- 
ance of  this  canal  to  the  shipping  of  this 
Dominion  as  well  as  the  shipping  of  the 
whole  world.  Now,  we  pride  our- 
selves on  our  fleet  of  ships,  and  that 
makes  us  naturally  look  into  the  pro- 
gress of  our  neighbors,  so  far  as  their 
shipping  is  concerned.  I  have  been 
looking  into  this  subject,  and  I  have  got 
from  documents  of  their  own  some  in- 
formation, which  may  be  interesting  to 
the  House.  The  Dominion  now 
owns  1,332,000  tons  of  shipping. 
In  1S23,  a  period  within  the 
memory  of  not  very  old  men, 
the  United  States  owned,  as  nearly  as 
possible,  the  same  amount,  1,336,000 
tons.  The  progress  of  their  fleet  was,  for 
many  years  after,  very  rapid.  In  1861 
they  owned  1,539,813  tons ;  but  in  1866, 
just  five  years  after,  their  tonnage  was 
reduced  to  3,368,479  tons,  a  falling  off  of 
2,171,334.  Their  progress  since  then 
has  not  been  rapid.  At  this  present 
time  they  own  4;l 69,601  tons,  and  the 
increase  has  been  almost  exclusively  in 
their  coasting  trade,  which  employs 
2,598,183  tons.  What  they  call  their 
foreign  trade,  employs  1,451,505  tons. 
The  fact  is,  a  great  aeal  of  the  foreign 
trade  of  the  United  States  is  carried  on 
now  by  British  and  colonial  ships.  Their 
whole  increase  in  thirteen  years  has  been 
only  8#1,122  tons,  and,  as  I  have  said, 
that  has  been  exclusively  in  their  coast- 
ing trade,  the  vessels  employed  along 
their  coaste,  and  on  their  lakes  and  rivers. 
In  1868,  their  foreign  shipping  amounted 
to  1,460,940  tons.  In  1879,  eleven 
years  after,  they  owned  only  1,451,505 
tons ;  a  falling  off  of  9,000  tons.  Con- 
trast this  with  the  tonnage  of  Great 
Hon.  Mr.  Work 


Britain,  which  amounts  to  6,236,124 
tons,  and  the  shipping  of  the  Dominion 
added,  brings  the  aggregate  up  to 
7,568,218  tons.  If  this  Panama  Canal 
should  be  constructed,  there  will  be  five 
ships  carrying  the  British  flag  to  one 
American  ship  passing  through  it, 
if  we  make  allowance  for  the  amount 
of  tonnage  that  they  call  coast- 
ers, carrying  on  the  trade  of  their 
own  Pacific  States.  Their  claim,  then, 
cannot  rest  upon  the  iact  that  they 
would  be  likely  to  employ  this  canal 
more  than  other  countries.  The  next 
question  to  inquire  into  is,  whether  they 
put  forward  this  claim  on  the  ground  of 
the  extent  ot  their  commerce  with  the 
Pacific  coast.  At  present,  their  exports 
from  their  Pacific  states  exceed  the  ex- 
ports of  the  Dominion,  no  doubt,  but 
that  is  no  reason  why  our  trade  should 
not  gradually  come  up  to  theirs,  and, 
perhaps,  exceed  them.  If  they  have  a 
large  quantity  of  timber,  so  have  we.  If 
they  have  extensive  J  fisheries,  I  think 
our  friends  in  British  Columbia  will 
claim  that  theirs  are  still  more  extensive. 
If  they  have  gold,  so  have  we  ;  and  we 
have  also  coal,  which  they  have  not.  It 
is  true  they  export  grain,  which  we 
have  not  now,  but  my  impi*ession  is,  and  I 
have  thought  over  this  subject  a  great 
deal,  that  if  this  canal  were  constructed, 
a  very  considerable  portion  of  the  grain 
raised  east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains 
would  find  its  way  down  to  the  Pacific 
coast,  and  be  carried  through  the  canal 
by  water  cheaper  than  it  can  be  carried 
overland  to  shipping  ports  on  the  8t. 
Lawrence  or  the  Atlantic  coast.  I  have 
no  doubt  that,  perhaps,  one-third  of  the 
exports  of  that  whole  district  between  Red 
River  and  the  Rocky  Mountains  will  find 
an  outlet  to  the  markets  of  the  world  in 
that  direction.  The  canal  would  furnish  a 
constant  market  for  both  Nova  Scotia 
and  British  Columbia  coaL  Our  people 
would  not  be  met  there  with  prohibitory 
duties — that  is,-  provided  we  do  not  allow 
our  American  neighbors  to  acquire  ter- 
ritory where  they  could  impose  such, 
duties,  and  that,  probably,  will  be  avoided. 
There  will  be  immense  quantities  of  coal 
required  there  to  supply  steamers  passing 
between  the  two  oceans.  Every  steamer 
passing  througb  would  need  coal,  and  I 
think  the  only  competition  would  be 
between  our  friends  in  the  United  States, 
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Nova  Scotia  and  British  Columbia  in 
suppljring  thin  market.  But  the  notice 
that  I  have  given  refers  also  to  the  trade 
of  the  Briiish  Empire  as  well  as  our  own. 
It  may  be  irteresting  to  inquire  what 
that  trade  is.  There  are,  on  the  Pacific 
coast  of  South  America,  the  States 
of  New  Granada,  Ecuador,  Peru, 
Bolivia  and  ChilL  The  trade  of  the 
Mother  Country  with  New  Granada 
amounts  to  an  average  of  $10,357,000 
a  year  ;  with  Ecuador  $2,158,000  ;  with 
Peru  $32,774,000 ;  Bolivia  $2,816,008  ; 
Chili  $28,166,000  ;  a  total  for  these  ii\e 
States  of  $76,270,000  annually.  The 
trade  from  the  Pacific  States  of  the 
United  States  averages  $29,U0,000  a 
year,  and  that,  I  suppose,  is  very  largely 
carried  in  Biitish  ships.  Thus  the 
annual  trade  between  the  United  King- 
dom and  the  Pacific  coast,  exclusive 
of  Mexico  and  Central  America,  is 
$105,410,000.  Our  interest  then, 
as  I  have  said,  in  getting  this  great 
undertaking  accomplished,  is  very  great, 
because,  by  its  means,  we  would 
save  this  long,  tedious,  expensive  and 
dangerous  passage  by  Cape  Horn.  I 
think  I  have  brought  the  main  facts 
connected  with  this  question  before  you. 
I  do  not  wish  to  trepass  longer  upon  the 
time  of  the  House.  I  do  hope,  if  there 
has  been  no  correspondence  on  this  sub- 
ject, our  (Government  will  lose  no  time  in 
pressing  upon  the  Imperial  Government 
the  importance  of  taking  immediate  mea- 
sures in  conjunction  with  the  other  com- 
meicial  nations  of  the  world  to  maintain 
the  neutrality  of  this  work,  taking  care 
that  if  it  succeeds,  as  I  trust  it  will, 
it  shall  be  free  to  the  commerce  of  the 
whole  world. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— T  am  far  from 
thinking  that  the  hon.  member  was  not 
fully  justified  in  calling  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  this  important  project, 
which,  after  all,  means  making  of  the 
continent  of  South  America  an  island, 
just  as  Africa  was  made  an  island,  some 
ten  years  ago,  by  the  construction  of  the 
Suea  Canal.  Nor  can  I  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  the  question  can  be  a  mat- 
ter of  indifference  to  the  people  of  Can- 
ada, for,  as  we  have  already  been  told, 
it  means  to  our  ships  an  immense  advan- 
tage in  making  voyages,  and  anything 
which  benefits  navigation  must  necessa- 
rily tend  to  benefit  a  people  who  own, 
HoTL  Mr.  Wark. 


perhaps,  in  proportion  to  their  popula- 
tion, as  many  ships  as  any  country  in 
the  world.  Then  again,  with  regard  to 
its  eff*ect  upon  the  people  of  our  own 
Dominion  who  live  on  the  shores  that 
are  washed  by  the  waves  of  the  Pacific, 
that  branch  of  the  subject  is  of  very 
considerable  importance,  because  it 
means  not  only  increased  facilities  of 
trade,  but  also  the  saving  of  some  nine 
thousand  miles  in  water  communication 
between  the  eastern  and  western  pro- 
vinces of  this  Dominion.  I  may  say 
that  visions  of  rich  argosies  from  the 
east  have  inflamed  the  imaginations  ot 
men  from  the  remotest  ages.  Even  in 
this  practical  age  we  are  constantly 
speaking  of  our  ships  bringing  treasures, 
new  and  old,  from  the  east,  the  diflPbrence 
being  that  now  they  bear  them  to,  as  well 
as  from  the  east.  Hitherto,  our  ships 
bringing  these  treasures  h  ive  come  from 
the  Orient  towards  the  setting  sun ;  but, 
if  this  project  is  carried  out,  they  will 
pass  from  the  Occident  towards  the  rising 
sun.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  question 
itself,  I  have  very  litUe  to  add  to  what 
has  been  so  well  said  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Fredericton,  but  it  is  a  question 
that  concerns  so  deeply  the  interest  of 
this  country,  not  only  in  a  general  but  in 
a  special  point  of  view,  fi'om  its  situation 
between  the  two  oceans,  that  I  felt  justi- 
fied in  looking  up  anything  that  might 
bear  upon  this  important  subject.  I 
think  that  I  shall  be  able  to  shew  to  the 
House,  in  a  very  few  words,  from 
official  documents,  that  such  have  been 
the  strides  of  engineering  science  within 
the  past  few  years,  discoveries  have  been 
made  which  will  reduce  the  cost  of  this 
important  undertaking — and,  after  all, 
the  money  objection  is  the  chief  one — by 
at  least  one-half.  I  have  had  my  atten- 
tion called  very  recently  to  the  report  of 
a  committee,  appointed  last  year  by  the 
Ontario  Legislature,  composed  of  a  dozen 
leading  members  from  both  sides  of  that 
House.  The  report  wa*?  based  upon 
the  Huron  and  Ontario  Ship  Canal 
project,  as  to  which  I  need  say 
nothing  further  than  th<it  it  has  been 
identified  with  the  indefatigable  labors 
of  one  man,  Mr.  F.  C.  Capreol.  T 
merely  mention  it  to  explain  that  the 
report  was  made  in  consequence  of  the 
difficulties  which  were  started  from  the 
necessity  of  cari-ying  the  proposed  canal 
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over  an  immense  ridge,  and  tliat  is  the 
practical  problem  to  be  solved  in  pene- 
trating the  Isthmus  of  Panama.  I  quote 
from  the  report,  which  is  to  be  found  in 
the  Journals  of  the  Ontario  House  of 
Assembly  for  1879.  I  may  say,  briefly, 
that  the  report  deals  not  only  with  the 
question  of  the  facilities  for  constructing 
the  canal,  and  its  cost,  but  also  with  the 
mode  of  constructing  the  locks.  The 
evidence  brings  out  the  extraordinary 
fact  that  a  recent  invention  of  what  is 
called  the  hydraulic  lift-lock  can  be 
used,  so  as  to  dispense  with  an  enoimous 
amount  of  cuttings,  and  where  there  are 
cuttings  to  be  encountered,  to  reduce  the 
cost  of  the  work  certainly  by  one-half. 
Speaking  of  the  deep  cuttings  which 
would  be  necessary  in  passing  through 
the  Oak  Ridges,  in  the  Township  of  King, 
for  the  Huron  and  Ontario  Canal,  the 
Committee  report  as  follows  : — 

«  In  order  to  reach  the  level  of  Lake  Sim- 
coe,  this  cutting  would  have  to  be  197  feet 
deep  at  the  highest  point  of  the  Ridges.  The 
wonderful  advancement  of  engineering  science 
appears,  however,  to  have  largely  overcome 
this  difficulty.  Your  committee  had  before 
them  Mr.  Frank  Tamer,  C.E.,  who  gave  full 
explanations  concerning  the  <  hydraulic  lift- 
lock,'  which  seems  to  be  peculiarly  adapted 
to  cases  of  this  kind.  From  his  testimony, 
which  was  supported  by  ample  documentary 
evidence,  your  committee  find  that  hydraulic 
power  has  been  used  in  connection  with 
floating  docks  for  a  number  of  years,  and  that 
the  hydraulic  lift-lock  as  applied  to  canals 
is  by  no  means  a  mere  theoretical  engineering 
problem,  but  has  been  practically  and  success- 
fully tested  on  the  canal  at  Anderton,  on  the 
Biver  Weaver,  in  Cheshire,  England,  for  three 
years  past.  By  means  of  the  hydiaulic  lift- 
lock,  the  quantity  •f  excavation  in  the  Oak 
Bidge  cuttlnig  would  be  reduced  three-fourths, 
the  number  of  locks  required  on  the  canal 
would  be  diminished  in  even  greater  propor- 
tion, there  would  be  absolutely  no  waste  of 
water  at  all  except  that  resulting  from  evapo- 
ration, and  the  total  cost  of  the  undertaking 
would  be  decreased  by  one-half;  or  from  forty 
(the  original  estimate)  to  twenty  millions  of 
dollars .  •  •  •  Jn  the  documen- 
tary evidence  submitted  in  support  of  Mr. 
Tamer's  views  as  to  the  practical  utility  of  the 
hydraulic  lift-lock,  it  appears  that  such  a 
high  authority  as  Sir  William  Armstrong  re- 
gards  it  as  an  unqualified  success.  Mr. 
Sidingham  Duer,  A.I.C.E.  of  England,  who, 
in  conjunction  with  Mr.  Edwin  Clark,  M.I.C.E., 
designed  and  constracted  the  lift-lock  at 
Anderton,  also  confirms  this  view,  and  asserts 
that  (he  has  no  fear  about  the  lifting  of  ships 
of  any  size.'  Mr.  David  Boberts,  C.B.,  of 
Toronto,  gave  similar  testimony." 

Hon.  Mr.  Dickey, 


In  Mr.  Frank  Turner's  evidence,  as  taken, 
I  find  these  statements  : — 

'  u  lu  the  old  system,  every  time  a  vessel 
goes  up  or  down  the  canal  a  whole  lock^fuU 
of  water  is  used  and  lost,  never  to  be  recovered ; 
and,  moreover,  you  would  require  (to  float  a 
vessel,  say  of  16  feet  draught)  to  excavate  to  a 
depth,  to  pass  through  the  ridges,  at  least  18 
feet  below  the  lowest  low-water  level  of  Lake 
Simcoe.  Kow,  by  the  hydraulic  lift,  thai  is 
overcome  by  lifting  the  vessel  vertically,  at 
the  very  commencement  of  youroperationS;  50 
or  more  feet^as  occasion  may  require,  and  that, 
too,  by  wasting  absolutely  no  water  whatever. 
•  •  •  •  The  hydraulic  lock  has 
now  been  in  daily  use  in  England  three  years 
or  more  on  the  canal  at  Anderton,  on  the 
Biver  Weaver,  in  Cheshire,  without  a  check, 
and  has  given  the  most  unqualified  satisfihc- 
tion;  and  a  French  engineer,  who  recently 
went  to  inspect  it  for  the  French  Government, 
has  reported  that  it  is  the  most  wonderful 
machine  he  has  ever  seen." 

The  report  continues  : — 

*<  One  of  these  locks  could  lift  a  vessel  fifty 
feet  in  eight  minutes,  and  not  only  was  there 
a  great  saving  of  time  by  the  process,  but 
there  was  a  g^eat  saving  of  expense  in  working 
the  canal,  and  a  saving  in  the  cost  of  its  oon- 
stroction.  The  canal  with  these  lift  locks, 
worked  as  they  were,  by  hydraulic  power, 
could  be  built  at  about  half  of  the  original 
estimate.  Each  lock  he  explained  rverbaUy 
and  by  diagram)  consisted  of  two  immenso 
troughs,  which,  when  full  of  water,  were  cap- 
able of  floating  barges  of  great  sise.  Each 
trough  would  be  supported  by  an  immense 
arm  of  steel,  by  means  of  which^  by  hydraulic 
power,  the  trough  could  be  raised  f^om  the 
lower  level  of  the  canal  to  the  upper  level. 
While  one  trough  was  on  the  upper  level,  the 
other  was  at  the  lower  levels  and  when  a 
barge  was  floated  into  the  upper  trough,  the 
weight  of  barge  and  water  would  assist  to  raise 
the  trough  at  Sie  lower  level,  and  the  rest  would 
be  done  by  hydraulic  pressure.  In  this  case 
he  proposed  that  there  should  be  but  one 
trough,  wMch  would  be  raised  and  lowered  by 
hydraulic  pressure  entirely*  One  lock  of  this 
kind  would,  he  said,  save  the  constraction  of 
several  of  the  old  style  of  Jocks,  and  a  barge 
could,  in  eight  minutes,  be' lowered  a  distance, 
which,  under  the  old  plan  would  require  threo 
hours." 

Having  had  my  attention  called  to  thhi 
matter,  I  thought  it  impoi'tanc,  not  only 
in  reference  to  this  question  which  has 
been  suggested  to-day,  but  in  reference  to 
all  our  canal  locks,  whether  in  the  pro- 
cess of  construction  now  or  in  contempla- 
tion, and  it  appears  to  me,  that  in  this 
evidence,  which  is  fortified  by  the  names 
of  such  men  as  Sir  William  Armstrong, 
Edward  Clarke,  Mr.  Turner,  Mr. 
Roberts  and  others,  if  it  has  proved  to 
be  practically  successful   for  a  period  of 
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three  years  without  a  check  on  a  canal  in 
England,  why  should  we  not  benefit  by 
the  immense  saving  in  the  cost  of  our 
canals,  and  in  the  working  of  them  in 
the  future.  A  more  fitting  opportunity 
could  not,  perhaps,  be  got  for  introduc- 
ing this  question  than  now,  when  we  are 
speaking  of  the  working  out  of  this  great 
project,  which,  after  all,  is  only  a  ques- 
tion of  expense  in  construction  and  of 
future  expense  in  its  working. 

Hon.  Dr.    BROCTSE  —  Tlie   subject 
introduced  by  the  hon.  mover  is  one  full 
of  interest.     I  desire  to  add   a  few  re- 
marks to  what  has  already  been  said. 
For  ages  civilization  and  commerce  were 
confined  to  the  nations  of  the  old  world, 
and  especially  to  those  bordering  on  the 
Mediterranean.     In  1492  the  magnet  of 
genius  sought  western  exploration  when 
Columbus  discovered  America.     Twe&ty- 
foVir  years  afterwards  "  Balboa,"  from  the 
heights  of  the  Cordilleras,  at  the  Isthmus 
of  Darien,  perceived  that  only  a  narrow 
neck  of  land  joined  the  continents  of 
North  and  South  America,  since  which 
time  it  has  bean  fully  established  that  no 
natural    strait    connected  the  Atlantic 
with  the  Pacific  Ocean  for  the  pui-pose  of 
a  short  route  of  easy  and  safe  navigation. 
The    extraordinary    emigration    to    the 
Pacific  coast,  during  the  gold  fever  in 
1849,  and  the  difficulties  attending  an 
overland  trip  through  the  United  States, 
or    the   equally   dangerous    and    some- 
times protracted  route  across  the  Isthmus, 
by  the  Chagres  Biver,  caused  the  public 
mind  to  consider  the  necessity  for  con- 
structing an  easier  and  safer  transit  from 
the    Atlantic    to    the     Pacific     shores. 
Hence,  in  1850, the  Panama  Railway  was 
built  by  the  American  people.      This 
road  is  47    miles  long,   and  its  highest 
point  is  280  feet  above  tide  water.     The 
success,  commercially  considered,  of  this 
road,  and  the  construction  of  the  Suez 
Canal,  has  again  turned  the  attention  of 
the  public  to  the  still  further  necessity  of 
connecting  the  two  oceans  by  water  com- 
munication   that    will    bear   the    com 
merce  of  the  world.     Two    sites  have 
been  rivals  for  that  distinction  :  one  by 
Panama,   advocated  and   engineered  by 
that    distinguished    citizen    of    France, 
M.  De  Lesseps  ;  the  other  by  Nicaragua, 
under  the  auspices  of  Americans,   and 
supported  by  the  personal   popularity  of 
General  Grant.      At  a  congress  of  engi- 
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neers,  convened  in  Paris  in  1879,  when 
100  of  the   most  eminent  engineers  and 
contractors     were     present,    the    whole 
question  of  a  canal  to  connect  the  waters 
of  the  two  oceans  was  discussed,  and  De 
Lesseps  plan  to  construct  a  canal  at  the 
Isthmus  of  Darien  mA  the  Chagres  River, 
was  by  them  recommended.     It  was  well 
known  that,  after   nine   years   of  close 
investigation,  this  eminent  engineer  had 
declined  to   connect  himself    with  the 
Nicaragua    route.     The    canal    by    De 
Lesseps'   method   will  give  a  salt-water 
canal,  without  any  locks,  of  45  miles  in 
length,   of  which  seven  or  eight  miles 
will  have  an    average    of  180   feet    of 
cutting.      One-fourth  of  a  mile  through 
the  summit  peak  of  the  Cordilleras  will 
reach  300  feet  of  cutting,  while  the  rest 
of  the   cutting  will  avei^age   about  50 
feet.      The    supposed    quantity    to    be 
removed  is  100,000,000  cubic  yards,  and 
the      estimated      cost    is     placed      at 
$160,000,000.    The  tide  on  the  Atlantic 
side  is  about  1  \  feet,  while  on  the  Pacific 
side,  it  is  22  feet,  therefore  on  the  Pacific 
or  western  side  a  tidal  basin  will  be 
required  to  maintain  a  mean  level  at  that 
end.   The  Nicaraguan  route,  championed 
by  General  Grant,  involves  200  feet  of 
lockage,  62  miles  of  canal,  and  126  miles 
of  river  and  lake  navigation,  making  in 
all  188  miles.  The  rivers  are  meVecanoas 
or  gorges,  and  are  liable  to  be  greatly 
swollen  by  sudden  floods,  while  the  lakes 
are  shallow    and    subjdct    to    changes. 
Owing  to  frequent  and  violent  earth- 
quakes along  this  route,  locks  constructed 
with  stone  are  to  be  avoided — hence  De 
Lesseps'  salt-water,  open  canal  has  re- 
ceived the  more  favorable  consideration. 
At  the  present  time,  five  gangs  of  engi- 
neers, under  his  instructions,  are  busily 
engaged  on  preparations  for  construction 
work.      The  question  now  arises  :  what 
effect  will  the  construction  of  the  Panama 
Canal   have    upon    the    future  of   our 
country  ?    If  we  examine  the  map  we 
will  find  that  a  vessel  sailing  from  one  of 
our  Atlantic  ports  to  our  infknt  province 
on   the  Pacific   coast,   could   lessen  her 
veyage  in   passing  through  a  constructed 
Panama  Canal,  by  10,000  milt;s.    Canada 
has   the  same  interest  in  this  project  as 
the  United  States,  only  in  a  less  degree. 
As   large    shipowners  and  shipbuilders, 
chiefly   of  sailing   vessels,  we   are  most 
deeply   interested,   because   the  Panama 
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roate  will  be  one  for  canvas,  as  the 
Suez  is  one  for  steam.  The  trade  winds 
will  bring  vessels  to  and  from  the 
Isthmus  quite  across  the  Atlantic  and 
Pacific  with  all  the  regularity,  though 
not  with  the  velocity  of  steam. 
Our  vessels  would  by  this  route  soon  ind 
a  new  field  for  enterprise.  They  could 
take  coal,  fish  and  lumber,  all  three  of 
which  we  have  in  abundance  on  our 
Atlantic  and  Pacific  coasts,  accessible  all 
the  year  round,  to  southern  pons,  and 
then  exchange  cargoes  for  other  places. 
England  felt  it  necessary  to  seek  protec- 
tion for  her  interests  when  the  great 
Suez  Canal  was  constructed.  This 
additional  artery  was  to  give  new  life- 
blood  to  her  trade  and  commerce.  The 
present  and  the  future  of  England's 
greatness  depend  upon  her  ships,  and  the 
construction  of  the  Panama  Canal  is  a 
work  of  more  than  common  interest 
to  the  English  nation.  We,  too,  should 
view  this  gigantic  undertaking  with  the 
greatest  jealousy.  To-day  we  rank  as 
the  fourUi  maritime  power  on  the  face 
of  the  globe.  Our  shipping  interests  are, 
to-day,  second  only  to  Uiose  of  the  United 
States  on  this  continent  Possessing  all 
the  material  requisite  to  increase  our 
^wealth  and  influence  in  this  respect,  we 
would  not  be  loyal  to  ourselves  did  we 
hesitate  to  delare  our  conviction  that  this 
work  should  be  of  an  international  char- 
acter. Politically,  Canada  should  not 
let  the  occasion  pass  t«  proclaim  to  the 
world  that  we  are,  like  the  United 
States,  a  power  on  both  oceans,  and  that 
we  have  intelligence  enough  to  appreciate 
the  importance  of  De  Lesseps'  great 
scheme. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUJREAU  (in  French)— 
Taking  such  an  interest  as  I  do  in  treaties 
of  commerce  and  navigation  affecting 
this  country,  I  think  it  is  my  dutv  to 
offer  a  few  remarks  .  on  the  important 
subject  which  is  now  before  the  Senate. 
The  United  States  claim  that  they  should 
exercise  a  protectorate  over  the  canal 
while  it  is  being  constructed,  and  should 
control  its  management  after  it  is  com- 
pleted. The '  matter  has  been  discussed 
in  the  United  States  Senate,  and  the  dif- 
ficulty in  the  way  of  their  pretension  is 
the  existence  of  the  Clayton-Bulwer 
ti-eaty.  Under  the  terms  of  that  treaty, 
the  United  States  entered  into  a  joint 
protectorate  over  any  canal  or  railway 
Hon,  Mr,  Brouse, 


which  might  be  constructed  at  the 
Isthmus  to  connect  the  Atlantic  and  the 
Pacific,  and  agreed  to  exercise  no  terri- 
torial rights  or  any  domination  over  any 
of  the  Central  American  States.  It  is 
claimed  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  that  this  treaty  was  vio- 
lated and  virtually  annulled  by  the 
British  Government,  by  an  act  of  hos- 
tility on  the  part  of  their  war  vessel 
Express  against  an  American  steamer,  the 
Prometheus,  and  by  establishing  a  new 
colony  on  the  Honduras  coast,  under  the 
name  of  the  Bay  of  Islands  Colony.  In 
consequence  of  these  acts,  Mr.  Cass  said 
to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  in 
January,  1853,  that  the  treaty  was  w- 
tually  annulled.  Since  1860,  the  mat- 
ter has  remained  in  statu  qtio  until 
recently.  But  the  report  of  the  United 
States  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  Hoia  session,  concludes  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"The  circumstances  under  which  that 
treaty  (Clayton-Bulwer)  wag  originally  nego- 
tiated,  nave  been  seriously  modified  by  the 
interval  of  thirty  years  that  have  elapsed;  and 
it  appears  clear  to  your  Committee  that,  con- 
stituting an  obstacle  and  possibly  a  fixture 
peril  to  a  complete  and  peaeefiil  affirmation  of 
the  sound,  necessary  and  energetic  policy  of 
the  United  Ktates,  ftrmnlated  In  the  Presi- 
dent's message,  dated  8th  March,  1860,  this 
treaty  should  be  definitively  and  formally  abro- 
gated. It  has  always  led  to  misunderstandings 
and  controversies  with  the  power  with  which 
we  had  the  imprudence  to  conclude  it.  It  has 
always  been  of  no  effect,  either  to  guarantee 
the  independence  of  the  States  of  Central 
America,  or  to  serve  the  general  interests  of 
commerce. 

«  While  it  has  a  shadow  of  existence,  it  can 
only  tend  to  violate  and  obscure  the  perfectly 
simple,  just  and  equitable  policy  of  the  United 
States  relative  to  inter-oceanic  transportation, 
and  to  enterprises  for  the  opening  of  a  canal 
across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  or  through 
Central  America. 

"  Therefore,  your  Committee  recommend  the 
adoption  of  the  following  joint  resolution :— 

**  Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  the  House  of 
Representatives  in  Congress  assembled :  That 
the  President  of  the  United  States  is  hereby 
respectfully  invited  to  take  immediate  mea- 
sures for  the  formal  and  definitive  abrogation 
of  the  treaty  of  the  10th  of  April,  1850,  be- 
tween the  United  States  of  America  and  Ber 
Brittanic  Majesty,  commonly  called  <  The  Ship» 
Canal  Treaty,'  or  the  <  Clayton-Bulwer  Treaty.'  " 

After  1860,  nothing  more  was  heard 
of  that  ti-eaty,  until  it  was  revived  by 
the  enterprise  of  M.  DeLesseps.  I  think 
this  is  a  very  favorable  opportunity  for 
the   Imperial    Government    to   re-affirm 
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their  rights  under  the  treaty,  as  to  the 
rights  of  all  nations  of  the  worid  to 
utilise  the  Panama  Canal,  if  built.  Com- 
merce will  derive  an  immense  advantage 
from  the  opening  iip  of  this  new  route, 
as  it  did  from  the  construction  of  the 
Suez  Canal,  and  our  Government  should 
see  that  the  Dominion  has  a  share  in 
that  advantaga  I  believe  that  not  only 
the  Panama  Canal,  but  all  other  inter- 
oceanic  highways,  should  be  as  free  to 
the  commerce  of  the  world  as  the  ocean 
itself. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  who  introduced 
this  subject  has  done  good  service  in 
drawing  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  Panama  Canal  scheme,  and  has  given 
the  Senate  a  great  deal  of  information, 
not  only  of  much  interest,  but  likely  to 
be  of  considerable  use.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  established  very  satisfactorily 
that  in  none  of  the  respects  to  which  he 
alluded  is  there  any  special  right  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  to  control  the 
terms  upon  which  the  canal  should  be 
constructed  across  the  Isthmus  of  Pana- 
ma; that,  on  the  various  points  with 
which  he  dealt,  the  nation  to  which  we 
belong  stands,  at  all  events,  upon  equal 
footing  with  that  country ;  that,  in  extent 
of  territory  in  proximity  to  the  canal ; 
in  having  interests  on  both  oceans,  the 
Atlantic  and  Pacific ;  in  reference  to  the 
extent  of  tonnage  belonging  to  the  two 
nations  which  may  probably  use  the 
canal ;  in  reference  to  the  extent  of  com- 
merce which  our  respective  nations  are 
interested  in,  and  which  passes  between 
the  two  countries  and  the  countries 
lying  on  tlie  Pacific  coast  ;  on  all 
these  points  we  stand  certainly  upon 
an  equal  footing,  and,  I  think,  for  the 
present,  at  all  events,  in  some  respects, 
on  superior  grounds  to  the  United  States. 
The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  touch  upon 
what,  I  thinjc,  is  the  real  ground  upon 
which  the  Americans  put  forward  their 
pretensions  to  control  the  works  which 
may  be  constructed  on  the  Isthmus  of 
Panama.  They  put  it  upon  what  is 
called  the  Monroe  doctrine  :  that  is,  the 
doctrine  that  no  nation  not  now  upon 
this  continent  shall  hereafter  assert  or 
maintain  any  territorial  rights  upon  this 
continent ;  that  the  continent,  in  fact, 
belongs  to  thotse  who  occupy  it.  Even 
in  that  respect  we  stand  here  in  the  Do- 
Hon.  Mr,  Bureau, 


minion  of  Canada  precisely  upon  the 
same  footing  as  the  Americans  do,  and 
the  mother  country,  of  course,  stands  ia 
the  same  position;  our  position  and 
their  position  are  identical,  and  evea 
under  the  Monroe  doctrine  the  two  na- 
tions are  entitled  to  the  same  interest 
and  control  with  reference  to  any  canal 
which  may  be  constructed  at  liie  Isth- 
mus of  Panama.  But  it  was  not  as 
against  Great  Britain  or  her  colonies 
that  any  opposition  has  been  shewn  in 
the  (Jnited  States,  but  as  against  France, 
which  had  no  position  and  no  rights  oa 
the  North  American  Continent,  or  in 
proximity  to  the  canals  spoken  of.  It 
was  as  against  France  and  citizens 
of  that  country  —  against  M. 
DeLesseps  and  the  proposition 
to  construct  the  canal  by  capital  from 
France,  and  to  control  it  by  persons 
•wing  allegiance  to  that  country,  that 
protest  was  made  ia  the  United  States 
against  ^he  scheme,  and  the  whole  of  che 
opposition  which  has  been  shewn  by  public 
men  there  has  beea  with  referenoe  to 
that  positioa  oa  the  part  of  t'raaoe, 
rather  thaa  with  reference  to  any  coatea- 
tioa  or  jealousy  specially  towards  Great 
Britaia  or  this  couatry.  I  apprehead 
there  caa  be  ao  doubt  that  the  future  of 
Great  Britaia  aad  this  couatry  is  more 
largely,  or  oertaialy  we  may  safely  say 
as  largely,  iaterested  ia  the  caaal  aad 
the  commerce  which  will  go  through  it 
as  is  the  future  of  the  TJaited  States, 
aad  I  trust  that  ultimately  ao  jealousy 
will  interfere  either  with  the  construc- 
tion of  the  canal  or  the  common,  and 
free  use  of  it  by  both  nations.  I  trust 
that  the  good  sense  of  both  peoples  will 
be  shewn  in  taking  care  that  no  such 
jealousies  or  fears  shall  interfere  with 
the  supremo  freedom  of  the  canal,  not 
only  for  these  two  nations,  but  for  the 
peoples  of  all  the  countries  of  the  world. 
In  addition  to  the  information  which 
was  furnished  to  us  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Fredericton,  I  am  sure  that  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Amherst  will  be  viewed  with  con- 
siderable interest.  I  had  read,  but  not  so 
carefully  as  T  have  listeaed  aow  to  the 
suggestioa  made  respecting  the  hydraulic 
lift  in  connection  with  one  of  our  canals 
in  Ontario.  How  far  it  might  be  used  in 
the  Panama  Canal,  is  a  question  which  I 
cannot  enter  into,  not  bising  sufficiently 
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informed  upon  the  subject,  but  I  appre- 
hend that  Uie  hon.  gentleman  from  Pres- 
oott  struck  at  the  true  line  when  he  said 
that  the  canal  most  likely  to  be  con- 
structed and  most  likely  to  be  useful, 
was  one  which  should  be  solely  a  salt- 
water canal  from  ocean  to  ocean,  without 
locks,  and  probably,  therefore,  this 
engineering  suggestion,  however  clever 
and  useful  it  may  be  in  some  cases,  would 
not  be  used  in  this  canal  if  constructed 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  De  Lorimier 
has  made  a  study  of  the  treaties  of  Great 
Britain  which  affect  Canada,  and  the 
motion  in  Congress  to  abrogate  the 
Clayton-Bulwer  Treaty  has  naturally 
attracted  his  attention.  I  am  sure  that 
the  hon.  member  from  Fredericton,  in 
introducing  this  debate,  did  not  expect 
that  I  could  give  an  affirmative  reply  to 
the  question  he  has  asked.  No  cerres- 
pondence  has  taken  place  between  the 
(Government  of  Canada  and  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Her  Majesty  on  this  sub- 
ject, but  I  think  I  may  venture  to  assure 
the  hon.  gentleman  of  this  :  that 
the  light  which  has  been  thrown 
upon  this  subject  by  this  discussion 
will  be  of  assistance  to  the  Government 
of  this  country  irf  initiating,  if  it  should 
become  their  duty  to  do  so,  a  coiTespon- 
dence  on  this  subject,  because  I  think  a 
great  deal  of  interest  on  the  question  will 
be  aroused  by  his  remarks,  and  by  the 
remarks  of  other  hon.  gentlemen  who 
have  taken  part  in  this  discussion.  It 
will  be  my  duty  to  mention  what  has 
been  suggested  to-day  to  my  colleagues 
in  the  Government,  and  I  am  quite 
«ure  that  such  correspondence  as  they 
may  deem  necessary  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Imfierial  Government  to 
the  great  interests  which  this  Domin- 
ion has  in  the  matter,  will  not  be 
overlooked. 


BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

BUI  (11)  '<  Relating  to  the  interest  df 
moneys  secured  by  mortgage  on  real 
estate."— (Mr.  Flint.) 

Bill (36)  "To  authorize  the  Corporation 
of  the  Town  of  Emerson  to  construct  a 
free  passenger  and  traffic  bridge  over  the 
B«d  River,  in  the  Province  of  Mani- 
toba."—(Mr.  Girard.) 

H^n,  Sir  Alex,  Campbell. 


SUPREME  AND   EXCHEQUER   COURT 
BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (37), 
**  An  Act  to  further  amend  the  Supreme 
and  Exchequer  Court  Act."  He  said 
that  he  proposed,  when  the  Bill  was 
before  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to 
introduce  amendments  to  it  which  would 
alter  its  provisions  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent, and  suggested  that  these  details 
might  be  discussed  then. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 


CONTINGENT    ACCOUNTS  OF    THE 
SENATE. 

THIRD   REPORT   OF    THE   OOMMITTES. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  moved  the  adop- 
tion of  the  third  report  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Contingent  Accounts.  He  ex- 
plained that  it  had  reference  to  the 
audit  of  the  Clei^'s  accounts  for  the  past 
year. 

The  motion  was  a^eed  to. 


THE  CREDIT  VALLEY  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY'8  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (53)  "An  Act  respect- 
ing the  Credit  Valley  Railway  Com- 
pany." He  said  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  settle  certain  difierencte  whick 
had  existed  for  some  time  between  the 
Credit  Valley,  the  Northern  and  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Companies,  in 
reference  to  the  Credit  Valley  Railway 
having  access  over  certain  parts  of  the 
Esplanade  to  their  water  lots  at  Toronto. 
The  particulars  of  the  Bill  must  be  fami- 
liar to  almost  everyone,  because  they 
had  been  veiy  thoroughly*  discussed  in 
the  press  and  in  the  Railway  Committee 
of  the  other  House.  The  Bill  was  the 
result  of  a  compromise  between  the  com- 
panies interested  in  the  matter. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
read  the  second  time. 

The  House  at^ourned  at  4.25  p.m. 
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THE  SENATE. 

Monday,  April  26ih,  1880, 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
•o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  NORTH  SHORE  RAILWAY. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— Before  putting 
the  question  that  appears  on  the  paper, 
1  desire  to  saj  a  few  words  as  to  the 
particular  occasion  which  induces  me  to 
ask  it.  The  House  will  observe  that  I 
state  at  the  end  of  mj  question  that  the 
Premier  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  on 
taking  office,  announced  his  intention  of 
asking  assistance  from  the  Dominion 
Government  for  the  railways  in  that 
Province,  and  I  shall  trouble  the  House 
for  a  very  few  moments  while  I  read 
what  that  gentleman  said  on  the  4th 
November  last  at  Point  L^vis,  on  the 
occasion  of  developing  the  manner  in 
which  he  proposed  to  put  the  finances  of 
the  Province  in  order.     He  said  : — 

M  Among  the  first  means  (of  putting  the 
finances  in  order)  I  find  this:  To  sell  the 
North  Shore  Railway  to  the  Government 
Shall  I  succeed  in  this  project?  The  joy  of 
trimnph  does  not  create  for  me  such  a  dela* 
sion  that  I  dare  formally  affirm  it ;  but  I  am 
very  sore  that  this  measure,  being  regarded  as 
efficacious,  I  am  in  a  better  condition  than  our 
predecessors  to  set  to  work  upon  it  In  &ct, 
thes*  last  adopted  a  very  singular  proceeding. 
On  the  one  side  they  manifeftted  an  intention 
to  negotiate  with  tiie  Conservative  Ministers 
at  Ottawa,  and  on  the  other  they  denounced 
these  same  Ministers  in  their  speeches  and 
journals  as  <  miserables'  and  *  traitors.' " 

But  there  is  a  very  remarkable  passage  at 
the  end,  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  members  of  the  Government. 
Mr.  Chapleau  said  :  ''  I  know  the  Gon- 
servatives  of  Ottawa.  They  are  not 
saints.  I  shall  take  them  in  another 
way  when  I  negotiate  with  them."  That 
cannot  refer  to  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State,  because  I  have  always  believed 
that,  if  there  was  any  salt  in  this  body 
that  we  might  be  saved  by,  it  was  by  his 
saltpetre.  I  will  not  say  so  much  for 
the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Militia.  These 
gentlemen  who  are  now  in  office  being 
sinners  and  not  saints,  it  might  be  a 
question  in  what  way  the  Premier  of 
Quebec  intends  to  take  them.  Perhaps, 
judging  from  the  preceding  passage,  it 
Hon.  Mr.  AUan. 


might  be  by  the  use  of  a  little  delicate 
flattery;  but  I  think  my  hon.  friends 
opposite  are  too  old  birds  to  be  caught 
with  that  sort  of  chaff,  and  there  might, 
therefore,  be  something  more  than  that 
to  be  done.  Joking  apart,  I  think  we 
of  the  Province  of  Quebec  may  say  that 
the  policy  of  our  Premier  is  one  that  we 
approve  of.  I  approve  of  it  personally, 
though  I  am  not  a  supporter  of  his  Gov- 
ernment, and  I  think  that  he  had  good 
reason  to  say,  as  he  did  in  a  subsequent 
part  of  his  address,  that  he  believed  the 
Federal  Government  at  Ottawa  were 
bound,  in  justice,  by  certain  circum- 
stances which  he  mentioned,  to  give  him 
the  assistance  he  required.  Certainly, 
in  the  present  financial  circumstances  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  it  would  be  a 
matter  of  some  importance  to  us  to  know 
whether  he  has  succeeded,  and  it  is  with 
a  vie^  to  elicit  from  the  leader  of  the 
Government  in  this  House  whether  the 
Government  have  acceded  to  the  desire 
that  he  was  to  have  expressed,  and  that 
I  have  no  doubt  he  has  expressed,  that  I 
put  this  question  : — 

<<  Whether  it  is  the  intention  to  accord  to 
the  Province  of  Quebec  the  pecuniary  assis- 
tance for  railways  which  the  now  Premier  of 
the  Province  announced,  on  taking  office,  that 
it  was  his  intention  to  ask  T 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
know  nothing  of  what  the  Premier  of 
Quebec  announced  on  taking  office. 
What  he  announced  he  announced  on 
his  own  responsibility.  In  reply  to  the 
question,  I  beg  to  say  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Quebec  has  made  no  request 
whatever  to  the  Government  of  the 
Dominion  on  this  subject,  and,  of  course, 
we  have  made  no  announcement  of  our 
intention  to  them. 


DUES  PAID  TO  PILOTS  BELOW  QUEBEC. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY  inquired:— 

<<  Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Government 

have  consented  to  an  increase  in  the  dues  paid 

to  Pilots  below  Quebec  ?" 

He  said :  Everybody  must  see  that 
this  is  a  matter  of  veiy  great  importance, 
not  only  to  the  trade  of  cities  on  the 
river,  but  also  to  the  whole  commerce  of 
the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
increase  would  only  be  made  by  a  by-law 
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of  the  Trinity  Board,  and  the  Govern- 
ment has  not  consented  to  any  by-law 
having  that  object  in  view. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Have  the  Gov- 
ernment any  control  over  it  t  If  they 
have  I  think  it  is  desirable  that  it  should 
be  exercised.  As  a  representative  from 
one  of  the  leading  Maritime  Provinces 
of  the  Dominion,  I  cannot  allow  this  op- 
portunity to  pass  without  protesting 
against  the  charges  now  levied  on  ship- 
ping in  the  St.  Lawrence.  They  are 
really  a  very  serious  burden  on  the  ship- 
ping of  the  Dominion,  and,  I  do  not  know 
how  true  it  is,  but  the  impression  pre- 
vails amongst  shipowners  that  the  num- 
ber of  pilots  in  the  River  8t.  Lawrence 
is  altogether  beyond  the  necessities  of 
the  navigation  ii  that  river.  It  is  out 
of  the  question  to  think  that  any 
number  of  pilots  can  be  placed  on  the 
River  St  Lawrence^  and  that  the  dues 
levied  on  shipping  can  be  increased  in 
proportion  to  their  numbers,  as  if  the 
shipping  entering  the  river  must  be 
taxed  unjustly  and  imnecessarily  to  give 
those  people  a  living.  The  matter  is  a 
very  serious  one,  and  I  cannot  under- 
stand why  the  City  of  Montreal,  which 
is  putting  forth  efforts  to  make  its  port 
free  and  to  increase  its  trade  and  com- 
merce by  diminishing  the  taxation  upon 
shipping,  is  insensible  to  the  importance 
of  this  question.  We  hoar  no  complaints 
from  the  cities  of  Quebec  and  Montreal 
in  regard  to  what  I  must  consider,  in 
my  limited  knowledge  of  the  question, 
an  unfair  imposition  upon  shipping. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— I  must  correct 
one  mistake  which  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Richmond  has  made.  He  wonders  why 
no  protest  against  these  dues  has  come 
from  the  City  of  Montreal.  He  is  in 
error  in  that.  I  presented  a  petition  the 
other  day,  which,  amongst  other  things, 
referred  to  this  very  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN-^The  Harbor  Com- 
miBsionei:s  ot  Montreal  and  the  Board  of 
Trade  of  that  city  are  both  deeply  inter- 
ested in  this  question,  as,  I  believe,  the 
trade  of  the  country  generally  is  also ; 
and  if  the  charges — notably  the  pilotage 
and  other  similar  charges — are  to  be  kept 
as  high  as  they  have  been,  the  St  Law- 
rence will  lose  a  great  deal  of  its  com 
merce. 

lion.  Sir  Alex,  Campbell. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Th» 
Government  hope,  during  the  recess,  to 
have  this  question  under  their  considera- 
tion— the  general  question  of  the  pilots 
and  the  regulation  of  pilotage  on  the  St 
Lawrence.  Up  to  this  time  it  has  been 
managed  by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  passed 
some  years  ago,  under  which  the  number 
of  pilots  is  fixed  at  200,  and,  by  an  odd 
piece  of  legislation,  each  pilot  is  guaran- 
teed $600  income  for  the  season.  Under 
the  circumstances,  it  is  a  difficult  problem 
to  deal  with.  We  have  strong  reason 
to  believe,  however,  that  the  number  of 
ships  during  the  coming  season  will  be 
much  larger  than  last  year.  There  is  a 
representation  before  the  Government 
that  the  number  of  pilots  is  beyond  the 
requirements  of  the  river ;  but  it  is  a 
matter  which  requires  to  be  treated  care- 
fully and  with  full  information,  and  we 
do  not  desire  to  do  anything  during  the 
present  session  of  Parliament ;  but  we 
hope,  during  the  recess,  to  be  able  ta  take 
it  up  and  accomplish  some  reformation  in 
the  direction,  at  all  events,  to  which  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Rich- 
mond have  pointed. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— Do  1  understand 
the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  say 
that,  until  the  consideration  he  speaks  of 
will  be  given  to  the  subject,  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  assent  to  the  proposed 
increase  of  pilotage  t 

Hon.   Sir  ALEX.    CAMPBELL— I 

have  only  answei*ed  the  hon.  gentleman's 
question  as  he  has  put  it  I  do  not  know 
that  I  can  at  present  go  any  further. 

MILITIA  LAWS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
CONCURBENCB    IN   AMENDMENTS. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  that  a 
message  had  been  received  from  the 
House  of  Commons  with  Bill  (A)  "  To 
further  amend  the  acts  therein  mentioned 
respecting  the  Militia  and  Defence  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,"  which  they  had 
amended. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  the  amendment  was  to  strike  out 
the  clause  providing  for  canteens  in  mili- 
tary camps.  The  House  ot  Commons, 
acting  on  the  same  ground,  or  with  the 
same  desire  as  the  Senate,  had  arrived  at 
a  different  conclusion.  The  Senate 
thought,  and  he  still  believed,  it  would  be 
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better  to  bave  the  sale  of  liquor  in  camps 
under  military  discii)line,  and  that  was 
the  view  of  all  hon.  gentlemen  here  who 
had  the  cause  of  temperance  at  heart. 
But,  in  the  other  House,  a  different  con- 
clusion had  been  reached.  The  military 
camps  could  go  on  in  the  future  as  they 
had  gone  on  in  the  past,  without  this 
provision,  and  he  did  not  feel  disposed  to 
enter  into  a  conference  or  contest  on  the 
fiubiect.  He  therefore  moved  concur- 
rence in  the  amendment. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


MONTREAL     TELEGRAPH     COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

THIRD    BEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY  moved  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (65)  ^'To  amend  the 
Acts  respecting  the  Montrual  Tel^raph 
Oompany." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 


WINNIPEG  AND  HUDSON    BAY    RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY'S  BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  EJLAD  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (46)  "  To  incorporate  the 
Winnipeg  and  Hudson  Bay  Railway 
and  Steamship  Company/'  He  said  : 
This  Bill  is  for  the  incorporation 
of  a  company  to  open  up  a  line  of 
communication  from  Winnipeg  to 
Hudson  Bay,  either  by  a  railway 
line,  or  by  utilizing  the  water-stretches 
in  connection  with  a  railway.  No  doubt 
this  Bill  has  arisen  from  the  glowing 
accounts  of  that  country  furnished  by 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Victoria  (Mr. 
Ilyan)  last  session.  I  see  that  there  are 
two  bills  in  the  same  direction  before 
Parliament  at  the  present  time.  So 
much  was  said  last  year  about  the  short- 
ness and  the  general  advantages  of  this 
route,  that  I  am  sure  Parliament  is 
warrarted  in  giving  a  charter  to  any  com- 
pany that  is  willing  to  build  a  road  in 
that  direction.  Provision  is  made  that 
the  company  shall  commence  the  work  of 
construction  in  two  years  and  complete  it 
within  six  years.  It  is  clear  that  they 
intend  to  go  on  with  it  at  once. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  Campbell, 


GREAT  NORTH-WESTERN   TELEGRAPH 
COMPANY'S    BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr^  VIDAL  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (45)  **  To  incorporate  the 
Great  North- Western  Telegraph  Com- 
pany of  Canada."  He  said  :  This  is  a 
Bill  asking  for  the  incorporation  of  a 
company  to  establish  and  work  telegraph 
lines  in  the  North- West  Territories, 
Keewatin,  Manitoba  and  British  Colum- 
bia, and  to  connect  with  the  Province  of 
Ontario. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  should 
like  to  hear  what  the  leader  of  the 
Government  has  to  say  respecting  this 
Bill.  The  country  has  entered  upon 
large  expenditures  for  the  construction  of 
telegraph  lines  through  the  North-West 
Territories,  and  it  appears  to  me  that 
Parliament  should  not,  at  this  moment, 
be  called  upon  to  grant  charters  for  the 
construction  of  competing  lines  as  these 
would  undoubtedly  be.  Whsn  there  is  a 
large  population  in  the  North-West,  and 
thei'e  is  any  danger  of  a  monopoly  being 
established,  it  will  be  desirable  and  pro- 
per then  to  grant  charters  to  any  number 
of  telegraph  companies,  but  not  till  then. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  should 
like,  also,  to  hear  from  the  hon.  gentle- 
man who  introduced  this  Bill  some 
explanation  of  clause  4,  which  grants 
powers  of  amalgamation  to  this  Company. 
I  should  hesitate  about  granting  such 
powers,  because  they  are  subject  to 
abuse.  If  the  Company  should,  at  some 
future  time,  require  such  powers,  it  can 
apply  for  them  to  Parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  only  amalga- 
mation permitted  by  the  4th  section  is 
with  the  Manitoba  Company,  and  it 
really  contemplates  swallowing  up  that 
line. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Senator  from  Wood- 
stock, I  have  merely  to  say  that  the 
Government  have  no  objection  to  the 
Bill.  They  do  not  consider  that  it  inter- 
feres in  any  way  with  the  only  telegraph 
line  that  they  possess. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  tima 
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KELSON  VALLEY  RAILWAY  COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN  moved  the  »econd 
reading  of  Bill  (68)  "  To  incorporate  the 
Nelson  Valley  Railway  and  Transpor- 
tation Company."  He  said  ;  The  object 
of  this  Bill  is  very  similar  to  thai  of  the 
Bill  just  introdnoed  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Quints  (Mr.  Read).  It  is  to  con- 
nect the  waters  of  Hudson  Bay  by  rail- 
way, and  by  common  roads,  if  necessary, 
wiUi  Lake  Winnipeg,  and,  ultimately, 
to  connect  with  the  great  Pacific  Rail- 
way. I  am  very  glad  if  any  remarks 
which  I  made  last  session  upon  the  Nel- 
son Valley,  and  the  facilities  of  navi- 
gating Hudson  Bay,  have  drawn  the 
attention  of  a  gentleman  so  intelligent  as 
my  hon.  friend  opposite  (Mr.  Read)  to 
the  subject,  and  that  the  consequence 
is,  the  formation  of  a  company  by  the 
gentlemen  whose  names  are  included  in 
his  Bill,  and  who  are,  I  believe, 
men  of  great  experience  and  know- 
ledge of  that  part  of  the  country 
through  which  their  road  is  intended  to 
be  constructed.  For  myself,  I  may  say 
that,  having  done  all  that  I  could  last 
session  to  interest  the  Government  and 
the  country  at  large  in  the  investigation 
and,  if  found  practicable,  the  adoption  of 
this  route  as  the  shortest  to  Europe  from 
our  great  North-West,  I  felt  myself 
exonerated  when  a  few  friends  joined 
with  ire  in  the  opinion  that  the  project 
was  practicable,  and  would  turn  out  a 
very  valuable  route  hereafter,  and  agreed 
to  seek  a  charter — I  felt  myself  exoner- 
ated from  pressing  the  suggestion  which 
I  made  to  the  Government  last  session, 
and  which  had  been  received  but  coldly, 
and  now  I  believe  that  the  Government 
are  well  pleased  that  individual  capital 
should  be  embarked  in  this  enterprise 
rather  than  the  public  money.  The  Gov- 
ernment having  then  hesitated  about  this 
matter,  it  was  taken  up  by  some  friends 
of  mine,  and  I  may  further  say  that,  when 
we  ascertained  there  was  another  charter 
sought  for  a  line  which  might  possibly 
compete  with  ours,  we  made  arrange- 
ments, which  will  be  explained  when  the 
Bill  comes  before  the  Committee  on 
Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbors,  by 
which  the  two  lines  will  avoid  conflict 
wich  each  other — will  follow  different 
routes.  It  has  also  been  agreed  that  the 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  CampbelL 


[SENATE.] 

/ 
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provisions  of  the  two  Bills  shall  be  made 
similar  throughout  There  is  a  slight 
difference  between  them  at  present 
which  will  be  removed  in  the  Railway 
Committee  of  this  House.  I  move  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER.— 1  do  n«t  rise 
to  make  any  objection  to  the  Bill,  be- 
cause I  think  that  an  enterprise  of  this 
kind  is  desirable  in  a  new  country. 
What  I  wish  to  do  is  to  make  a  remark 
which  I  intended  to  have  made  when  the 
other  Bill  was  before  the  House.  It  is 
in  reference  to  the  16  th  clause,  whick 
empowers  the  Company  to  issue  pro- 
missory notes  without  limit  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  wise  or  safe  to  give 
them  power  to  issue  promissory  notes  to 
any  extent  that  they  might  think 
proper.  I,  therefore,  beg  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  which  this 
Bill  will  be  referred,  to  that  clause,  and, 
if  there  is  found  to  be  anything  in  the 
suggestion  which  I  now  offer,  I  have  no 
doubt  the  Chairman  of  that  Committee 
will  see  that  the  subject  iJ3  attended  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  am  quite  sure 
that  the  House  will  share  in  the  con- 
gratulations which  have  been  expressed 
on  the  success  which  has  attended  the 
efforts  of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Victoria 
(Mr.  Ryan)  in  directing  attention  to  a 
line  of  communication  from  Lake  Win- 
nipeg to  Hudson  Bay.  It  is  because 
he  has  succeeded  in  interesting  a  number 
of  his  friends,  in  conjunction  with  him- 
self, in  the  undertaking,  that  I  venture 
to  call  his  attention  to  a  letter,  recently 
published,  from  a  very  high  authority  on 
all  questions  connected  with  our  new 
territory  in  the  west — Lord  Danraven — 
on  the  subject  of  the  navigation  of 
Hudson  Bay,  and  its  outlet,  Hudson 
Straits.  As  I  have  read  that  letter 
very  recently,  and  as  it  possibly  may  not 
have  attracted  the  notice  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Victoria,  I  may  mention 
that  the  writer  states  most  explicitly 
that,  although  the  navigation  of  Hud- 
son Bay  itself  is  open  for  several 
months  of  the  year,  yet  the  Straits  are 
generally  filled  with  ice,  and  it  is  only 
f«r  a  period  of  a  few  weeks  —  some 
years  only  two  or  three  weeks — that  it 
is  open  for  navigation.  I  mention  it, 
not  in  any  sense  with  a  view  to  discour- 
age my  hon.  friend,  but  for  the  purpose 
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of  calliDg  his  attention  to  the  letter, 
which  he  will  find  reprinted  in  LiUelTa 
Livifig  Age,  from  a  magazine  published 
in  London.  It  is  not  only  interesting 
in  its  bearing  upon  this  enterprise,  but 
it  is  most  important  in  reference  to  our 
navigation  and  the  outlet  that  we  have  in 
the  north,  although  Lord  Dunraven  prob- 
ably speaks  only  from  ^ports  of  othera. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  the  attention  of  my 
hon.  friend  will  be  directed  to  this  par- 
ticular point,  and  that  he  has  possibly 
at  this  very  moment  the  means  of 
answering  any  obiections  of  that  kind, 
and  will  give  the  House  the  benefit  of 
his  inquiries  concerning  the  navigation 
of  Hudson  Straits,  as  he  has  already 
given  us  the  result  of  his  investigation 
of  the  navigation  of  the  Bay  itself. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— As  al- 
ready stated,  the  House  is  very  deeply 
indebted  to  the  hon.  Senator  trom  Victo- 
ria (Ml.  Ryan)  for  the  warm  interest 
that  he  has  taken  in  this  subject,  and  I 
am  sure  that  Parliament  will  be  most 
anxious  to  afford  every  facility  to  any 
private  company  that  will  undertake  to 
carry  out  this  scheme.  We  must  all 
remember  that  the  route  referred  to  in 
this  very  Bill  has  been  the  route  used  by 
the  Hudson  Bay  Company  annually,  for 
a  century  or  longer,  in  transporting  their 
stores  to  the  North-West  Territories,  vid 
the  Hudson  Bay ;  and  that  there  is, 
therefore,  a  reasonable  prospect  that,  in 
the  course  ot  time,  when  a  large  popula- 
tion is  settled  in  the  North- West,  there 
will  be  an  inducement  for  capitalists  to 
enter  upon  such  a  scheme  as  this.  I  am 
sure  that  Parliament  will  be  ready  to 
aflfbrd  every  facility  for  opening  up  this 
route. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  — After  this 
country  has  spent  so  many  millions  of 
dollars  in  trying  to  improve  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  St.  Lawrence,  in  a  great 
degree  with  the  object  of  benefiting  the 
City  of  Montreal  (a  city  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Victoria  is  especially 
supposed  to  represent  in  this  House)  by 
making  it  the  great  outlet  for  our  West- 
em  produce,  I  think  it  would  be  very 
much  to  be  regretted  that  the  Hudson 
Bay  should  become  the  channel  for  that 
trade.  Although  the  people  of  the 
North- West  will  naturally  feel  grateful 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  for  having  done 
Eon.  Mr.  Dickey. 


so  much  to  open  up  a  short  r«ute  for 
their  produce  to  the  sea,  I  think  that, 
unless  the  people  of  Montreal  are  more 
Christian-like  than  I  give  them  credit 
for  being,  it  is  possible  that  they  will 
not  be  so  grateful  to  him  for  opening  up 
a  rival  route.  It  is  not  usual  to  say 
Anything  against  the  second  reading  of  a 
private  bill,  but  this  measure  is  of  a 
quad  public  character,  and  I  presume 
that  there  is  no  reason  why  we  should 
not  express  our  opinions  upon  its  merits. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  think 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  introduced 
this  Bill  might  give  the  House  some 
further  information  as  to  the  necessity  for 
two  lines  of  railway  to  the  Hudson  Bay, 
and  as  to  the  prospects  of  having  steam- 
ships to  aid  this  railway  enterprise.  I 
do  not  altogether  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  opposite  (Mr.  Power)  in  his  re- 
marks with  reference  to  a  second  outlet 
from  the  North- West  Territories,  because 
it  occurs  to  me  that  the  more  outlets  such 
a  country  as  that  has  the  better  ;  and  I, 
for  one,  do  net  despair,  if  I  should  live 
ten  years  longer,  to  see  Hudson  Bay 
navigated  by  steamships  for  several 
months  of  the  season,  and  that  not  only 
cargoes  of  grain,  but  of  cattle,  may  be 
transported  by  thiit  route  safely,  cheaply 
and  expeditiously  to  England.  I  think 
that  the  experience  of  my  own  Province, 
gained  during  the  past  few  winter  seasons, 
will  have  considerable  interest  for  other 
parts  of  the  Dominion,  and  that  the 
operations  of  the  steamer  J^orthefti  Lights 
between  Georgetown  and  Pictou,  demon- 
strate that  we  are  only  at  the  beginning 
of  the  science  of  winter  navigation. 
When  another  outlet  for  the  pro<luce  of 
the  North- West  is  required  by  Hudson 
Bay,  we  may  then  expect  to  see  the 
question  of  the  winter  navigation  of  the 
Straits  of  Northumberland  satisfactorily 
solved. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN — As  reference  has 
been  made  to  the  information  formerly 
given  by  me,  in  relation  to  the  Hud- 
son Bay  route,  and  other  information 
has  been  given  to  the  House,  to-day,  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Amherst,  I  may 
tell  the  House,  although  I  will  not  dis- 
close all  the  advantages  possessed  by  this 
route,  lest  we  might  be  overwhelmed  by 
applications  for  our  stock,  that  the  navi- 
gation of  the  Straits,  as  well  as   of  the 
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Gulf,  lias  been  carefuUj  inquired  iiito. 
We  know  well  that  the  central  |iart  of 
Hudson  Bay  is  seldom,  if  ever,  frozen 
over,  and  it  is  only  the  bordage  ice  around 
the  shores  which  forms  during  winter. 
This  is  attested  by  those  who  have  given 
attention  to  the  question  of  the  navig%> 
tion  of  that  bay.  The  ice  which  forms 
in  the  southern  and  shallow  part  of 
Hudson  Bay,  near  James'  Bay,  is 
generally  carried  up  by  southerly  spring 
winds  into  one  of  th^  channels  of  the 
Straits.  It  sometimes  packs  in  the 
southern  channel,  but,  a  little  to  the 
north,  there  is  another  channel  free  from 
ice  for  several  months.  The  so-called 
Hudson  Straits  consist  of  more  than  one 
channel,  and  the  more  northerly  one  is 
the  channel  which  is  the  safe  and  proper 
one  to  navigate.  I  am  afraid  that  Lord 
Dunraven  has  had  his  information  at 
second  hand,  and  he  probably  refers  only 
to  the  southerly  channel.  I  have  my 
information  from  men  who  have  been  in 
these  latitudes,  particularly  from  one 
of  the  gentlemen  who  are  co-operating 
in  the  Bill  introduced  by  my  hon.  friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Bead),  who  informs  me 
(he  is  a  member  of  the  other  House) 
that  he  has  made  two  voyages  in  one 
season  from  Scotland  to  Hudson  Bay. 
On  his  second  return  voyage  of  that  sea- 
son he  left  Hudson  Bay  in  the  month 
of  November.  On  his  first  outward 
voyage  he  left  Scotland  in  the  month  of 
May.  I  do  not  wish  to  trouble  the 
House  with  any  discussion  as  to  the 
facilities  of  this  route,  because  I  was 
very  coldly  received,  as  perhaps  was  to 
be  expected  in  dealing  with  so  high  a 
latitude,  when  I  first  attempted  to  in- 
duce the  Government  to  look  upon  this 
Hudson  route  as  an  important  question 
to  be  solved  by  them.  As  to  the  re- 
marks of  my  hoii.  friend  from  Halifax,  I 
can  only  say  that,  if  his  philosophy  is 
adopted  in  this  House,  it  is  quite  clear 
that  we  had  better  stop  short,  and  ad- 
vance no  further ;  the  Dominion  has 
reached  the  acme  of  perfection  ;  no  mat- 
ter what  scientific  discoveries  or  prac- 
tical inventions  are  introduced,  or  im- 
provements proposed,  he  wishes  to  shut 
down  on  them,  and  to  keep  us  to  the 
groove  upon  which  we  have  already  ex- 
pended so  much  money.  Another  hon. 
gentleman  has  made  the  remark  that  the 
resources  of  the  North- West  will  require 
Hon.  if  r.  Ryan. 


all  the  outlets  that  the  country  can 
afford  them,  and  that  is  my  belief.  And 
I  believe,  further,  that,  instead  of  doing 
any  injury  to  our  present  routes,  that 
this  will  only  supplement  them,  and  they 
will  have  the  advantage  of  this  route, 
affording  greater  facilities  for  the  intro- 
duction of  immigrants  into  the  North- 
West,  by  which  the  produce  to  be 
exported  will  be  doubled  or  trebled  more 
quickly  than  if  we  depended  entirely  on 
one  route.  I  can  only  say  this  as  regards 
the  impression  made  upon  the  people  of 
Montreal  and  of  the  District  of  Victoria  ; 
that  they  have  not  the  slightest  appre- 
hension as  to  this  Bill  injuring  them. 
They  are  not,  I  am  sure,  so  selfish  or 
narrow-minded  as  to  take  that  view  of  it. 
They  will  work  for  improving  the  grand 
national  route  they  posseas,  and  will  do  it 
manfully,  but  they  will  not  try  to  block 
the  way  to  any  enterprising  individuals 
who  may  try  to  strike  out  new  and,  per- 
haps, better  routes. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— What  about 
the  Ooteau  Bridge  1 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN— To  shew  that  the 
people  of  Montreal  are  not  so  narrow- 
minded  as  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Halifax  would  lead  the  House  to  believe 
them,  if  he  will  look  at  the  names  which 
are  in  the  Bill,  he  will  find  that  amongst 
them  are  some  of  the  most  proiminent 
citizens  of  that  city,  one  the  President  of 
a  shipping  company,  possessing  a  large 
number  of  steamers  and  other  vessels. 
This  gentleman  assured  me  that,  as  soon 
as  a  cargo  could  be  had  in  Hudson  Bay, 
he  would  send  one  of  his  steamers  there 
at  once,  and  would  be  most  happy  to 
take  shares  in  this  Company — in  feet,  he 
is  a  member  of  the  Company  to  be  incor- 
porated under  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
and,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Prince  Edward  Island,  who,  I 
believe,  asked  the  question,  this  is  one 
of  the  indications  that  we  have  of  steam- 
ers being  induced  to  go  to  Hudson  Bay. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— I  was  asking 
what  about  Coteau  Bridge,  if  Montreal 
does  not  object  to  any  other  route  but 
the  St.  Lawrence  ] 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN— The  Coteau  Bridge 
route  is  a  foreign  route,  and  those  who 
favor  it  had,  perhaps,  better  follow  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  from  Victoria  says  that  his 
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proposition  was  received  very  coldly  by 
the  Government.  It  was  received  coldly 
by  the  Government,  and  justly  so. 
Private  enterprise  is  one  thing,  and  a 
Grovemraent  dealing  with  the  revenue  and 
resources  of  a  <50untry  is  another  thing. 
The  Government  did  not  oppose  this  BUI 
because  it  tends  to  promote  private  en- 
terprise ;  but  the  suggestion  on  the  for- 
mer occasion  was  that  the  Govei-nment 
should  try  the  experiment  and  be  at  all 
the  expensa 

Hon.    Mr.  RYAN— Merely  for  the 
•exploration  and  testing  of  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
Government  is  not  anxious,  speaking  for 
the  country,  for  which  it  for  the  time 
being  acts,  that  this  route  should  succeed. 
The  country  has  gone  to  an  enormous 
expense,  and  is  straining  its  resources 
to  construct  a  line  of  communication 
from  the  North-West  (the  trade  of  which 
these  companies  are  also  anxious  to  tap)  by 
the  St.  Lawrence,  to  carry  the  trade 
down  that  way,  and,  however  impolitic 
it  may  be  to  resist  or  seek  to  resist  the 
development  of  private  enterprise,  it 
would  be  manifestly  impolitic  for  the 
Government,  after  constructing  one  line 
of  communication,  to  enter  into  fur- 
ther expenditure  for  the  purpose  of 
creating  another  and  rival  outlet,  in 
another  direction,  tending  to  diminish  the 
business  of  the  route  through  Canada 
and  by  the  St.  Lawrence  route,  now  being 
constnicted.  My  hon.  friend  from  Vic- 
toria hopes  that  there  will  l>e  business 
enough  for  both.  I  hope  so,  too,  but  it 
is  a  long  way  to  look  forward  to.  In  the 
meantime,  the  immense  sums  of  money 
expended  by  Canada  in  constructing  a 
line  of  communication  by  Lake  Superior 
to  the  North-West  must,  in  some  way  or 
other,  to  the  best  of  our  ability,  be  sup- 
plied with  a  remunerative  traffic,  and  we 
do  not  want  to  assist  (further  than  to 
allow  private  enterprise  an  opportunity 
of  developing  itself)  in  making  another 
line  of  communication  which  will  inter- 
fere with  the  volume  of  that  traffic. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Hon.  gentlemen 
will  allow  me  to  read  the  brief  notice 
that  has  been  taken  of  this  matter  by 
Lord  Dunraven.  The  article  was  origi- 
nally published  in  The  Nineteenth  Cen- 
iwry: — 

Hon.  Sir  Alex,  Campbell. 


"  Hudson  Bay  ig  open  for  four  or  live 
months  in  the  year.  But  Hudson  Straits 
are  not,  and  there  is  little  comfort  in  having 
open  water  inside  in  the  bay  when  you  cannot 
reach  it,  and  it  is  a  poor  consolation  to  know 
that  the  warm  ocean  is  close  to  you  outside 
when  you  cannot  get  out.  There  are  years 
in  which  the  Straits  are  not  open  for  more 
than  two  or  three  weeks.  Ships  have 
occasionally  failed  to  force  a  passage  through 
the  Straits,  and  ships  have  been  detained  in 
the  bay  all  summer  unable  to  work  their  way 
out" 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  i-ose  to  a 
point  of  order,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Amherst  had  already  spoken. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  he  did  not 
desire  to  say  anything,  further  than  to 
quote  the  passage  in  question. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

JOINT    COMMITTEE    ON    PRINTING. 
TENTH    REPORT. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  moved  theadop- 
tion  of  the  tenth  report  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Printing. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

EMERSON      FREE      TRAFFIC      BRIDGE 
OVER    RED    RIVER. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIR  ARD  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (36)  '<  An  Act  to  autho- 
rize the  Corporation  of  the  Town  of 
Emerson  to  construct  a  free  passenger 
and  traffic  bridge  over  the  Red  River,  in 
in  the  Province  of  Manitoba."  He 
said :  I  am  sure  that  this  Bill  will 
be  received  with  satisfaction,  because  it 
is  but  proper  that  means  should  be  pro- 
vided to  allow  passengers  coming  by  rail 
to  St.  Vincent  to  cross  over  to  the  west 
side  of  Red  River.  This  Bill  does  not 
contain  any  extraordinary  provisions.  It 
is  provided  that  nothing  shall  be  done 
towards  construction  of  the  bridge  until 
the  plans  have  been  submitted  to  the 
Governor  in  Council,  and  have  received 
his  approval.  In  order  to  insure  that 
there  will  be  no  material  interruption  to 
the  navigation  of  the  river,  it  is  provided 
that  the  bridge  shall  have  a  swing  or 
draw  in  the  main  channel  of  at  least 
forty  feet,  and  the  work  is  to  be  com- 
menced within  two  years  and  finished 
within  four  years  from  the  granting  of 
this  charter. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— This 
Bill  had  the  assent  of  the  Government  in 
24 
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another  place ;  but  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  hon.  friend's  attention  has 
been  calletl  to  a  diffii-ulty  which  may 
p»i8Hibly  arise,  and  which,  I  think,  it  is 
desirable  that  he  should  be  aware  of,  lest 
further  action  might  be  taken  upon  the 
Bill,  on  the  assumption  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  way  of  carrying  out  its 
object.  The  Government  of  the  United 
States  have  raised  certain  difficulties 
about  bridging  the  Red  River,  asserting 
that  any  bridge  across  that  river  has  the 
effect  of  backing  the  water  on  to  the 
lands  in  Minnesota,  and  the  power  which 
the  Bill  gives  the  Government,  to  ap- 
prove or  disapprove  of  the  plans,  will 
have  to  be  exercised  with  reference  to 
that  difficulty,  amongst  others.  It  is 
very  hard  to  say  how  far  that  will  lead 
us,  and  I  think  it  well  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  be  aware  of  the  fact,  so 
that  he  may  not  be  too  sanguin**  as  to  the 
ultimate  result  of  the  Bill.  I  do  not 
desire  to  submit  any  question  to  the 
Committee,  as  I  have  no  objection  to  the 
Bill,  and  I  am  only  pointing  out  a  diffi- 
culty which  may  occur  hereafter. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  Govern- 
ment will  have  the  whole  matter  in  its 
hands  *? 

Hon.^ir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL -Yes. 
The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 


BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

The  following  Bills,  from  th^  House  of 
Commons,  were  introduced  and  rea<l  the 
.  first  time  : 

Bill  (100)  **  An  Act  res|>ecting  the 
Industrial  Refuge  for  Girls,  of  Ontario." 
—(Sir  A  lex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (98)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  On- 
tario Reformatory  for  Boys."  —  (Sir 
Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (99)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  Re- 
formatory lor  Juvenile  Olfendei*s  in 
Prince  Edward  Island." — (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 

Bill  (63)  "  An  Act  to  extend  the  pow- 
ers of  the  Manitoba  and  South-Westem 
Colonization  Railway  Company,  and 
further  to  amend  the  Act  incorporating 
said  Company." — (Mr.  Girard.) 

Bill  (49)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Red  River  and  Assiniboine  Bridge  Com- 
pany."— (Mr.  Girard.) 

Hon,  Sir  Alex,  Campbell, 


Bill  (60)  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Railway 
Company." — (Mr.  Girard.) 

The  House  adjourned  at  4.15  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Tuesday,  AprU  271/^,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took   the  chair  at  thi-ee 
o'clock. 

Pi-ayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

CREDIT  VALLEY  RAILWAY  COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

THIRD     READING. 

Hon.   Mr.   DICKEY,   from  the  Com 
mittee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Har- 
bors, repo!*ted    Bill  (5'^)  "  Respecting  the 
Credit  Valley  Railway  Company,"  with- 
out amenduient. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  moved 'the  third 
reading. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  rend  the  third  time  and  passed. 

SESSIONAL  INDEMNITY  TO   MEMBERS. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  gave  the 
following  notice  for  Thursday  next  : — 

*'  That  he  will  suhmit  the  followiag  resolu- 
tion for  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate  : — 

"  iKt.  That  it  appears  from  information  in 
possession  of  the  House,  a  memher  of  the 
Senate  attended  some  days  only  during  the 
session  of  1877,  and  that  the  said  member 
drew  more  than  half  the  sessional  allowance 
for  such  attendance. 

*«2nd.  That  the  Hon.  Sir  Alex.  Campbell, 
then  a  member  of  this  House,  advised  oa  ap- 
proved such  an  interpretation  or  construction 
of  the  law  as  would  admit  of  such  payment. 

"3rd.  That  this  House  cannot  approve  of 
such  interpretation  or  construction  of  *  The 
Act  relating  to  the  indemnity  of  members.'  " 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  feel  it  my 
duty  to  ask  the  House  whether  this  sort 
of  proceeding  is  to  go  on,  and  the  iSer.ate 
is  to  be  made  use  of  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Woodstock  (Mr.  Alexander)  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  such  notices  as  this 
upon  record  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Speak 
out 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  hon.  gentle- 
man  will  be  able  to  hear  me.     It  is  mj 
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desire  that  he  shall,  and,  if  he  cannot, 
probably  the  motion  that  I  propose  to 
submit  to  the  House,  will  awaken  him  to 
a  sense  ot  the  object  that  I  have  in  view, 
an  object  which,  I  may  state,  is  to  keep 
up  the  character  and  honor  of  the  Senate, 
and  not  to  allow  it  to  be  used  causelessly 
for  purposes  which  I  need  not  further 
advert  to.  Fortunately,  the  rules  of  the 
Senate  are  suflScient  to  protect  us  even 
from  such  notices  as  this,  not  to  speak  of 
motions.  The  rule,  as  laid  down  in 
"  May,"  is  to  this  effect : — 

"  As  motions  for  which  notices  have  been 
giren  need  not  be  actually  made  when  the 
time  arrives,  the  Order  Book  is  sometimes 
used  for  the  expression  of  opinions  not  in- 
tended to  be  ultimately  proposed  for  adoption. 
This  is  a  deviation  from  the  true  object  of  the 
Order  Book ;  but  it  is  not  a  practical  evil  of 
much  importance,  nor  is  there,  perhaps,  any 
remedy  for  it ;  but,  in  resorting  to  this  practice, 
members  must  be  careful  lest  they  give  offence 
to  the  House  by  unbecoming  expressions,  for 
the  notice  may,  for  such  a  cause,  be  expunged 
from  the  Notice  Paper.'' 

All  this  applies  to  the  unbecoming  lan- 
guage in  the  notice  which  has  been  given 
by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock. 
The  following  is  a  precedent  exactly  in 
point : — 

«  On  the  7th  June,  1868,  the  House  of  Lords 
adopted  a  novel  and  very  effectual  course  in 
regard  to  a  notice.  The  Lord  Kingston,  hav- 
ing proposed  to  renew  a  notice  of  putting  cer- 
tain questions,  the  House  resolved  : »  Tliat  the 
said  questions  have  been  sufficiently  answered, 
and  ought  not  to  be  renewed;'  and,  according- 
ly, the  proposed  notice  was  not  received  by 
tiie  Clerk." 

Now,  to  shew  that  that  includes  not 
merely  Nvhere  a  question  has  been 
answered  by  a  minister,  but  that  it  in- 
cludes also  a  question  which  has  been 
dealt  with  by  the  House,  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  pi*actice  with  reference 
to  irregular  questions  which  the 
Speaker  declined  to  put  to  the  House. 
It  will  be  found  on  page  262  of  May  : 
"  As  if  the  question  had  already  been 
decided  in  the  same  session."  The  point 
to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House — for  at  present  I  would 
rather  not  make  any  reference  to  the  ex- 
pressions and  the  charges  contained 
in  this  motion — is  this  :  Is  there  ever  to 
be  an  end  to  proceedings  in  this  House  ? 
Are  certain  questions  to  be  brought  up 
constantly,  day  after  day,  when  they 
have  already  been  decided  ?  Now,  in 
in  this  case,  the  question  that  the  hon. 
Hon.  Mr,  Dickey. 


member  pro|)oses  to  put  on  the  oi-der 
paper  has  already  been  decided  in  two 
ways :  In  the  first  place,  by  the 
resolution  which  he  himself  put  on  the 
notice  paper,  and  which — when  it  came 
to  the  point,  after  postponing  it  day 
after  day  and  almost  week  after  week — 
he  withdrew.  He  did  that  in  the  face 
of  an  amendment  which  supei ceded  the 
resolution  itself;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  by  the  reference  of  the  question, 
in  accordance  with  the  unanimous  deci- 
cision  of  the  House,  to  the  Committee 
on  Contingent  Accounts,  where  it  is  now 
pending.  I  say  that  it  is  not  respectful 
to  the  Senate  or  to  the  Committee  on 
Contingent  Accounts  to  ask  the  House 
to  take  the  matter  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  Committee,  and  to  bring  it  up  again 
here.  I  propose  the  following  resolu- 
tion : — 

"That  the  subject-matter  of  this  notice 
having  already  been  considered  by  the  Senate 
during  the  present  session,  and  referred  to  the' 
Committee  on  Contingent  Accounts,  said 
notice  be  not  received  by  the  Clerk." 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— I  trust  that 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock  (Mr. 
Alexander)  will  withdraw  his  notice 
without  any  further  discussion.  It  is  a 
clear  principle  laid  down  by  the  practice 
of  Parliament,  that  each  House  has  full 
control,  not  only  of  a  motion  made  by  a 
member,  but  also  of  protests,  which  is 
considered  an  important  privilege  of 
members  of  the  House  of  Lords.  They 
have,  in  fact,  exercised  the  right 
to  expunge  a  protest  from  the  Jour- 
nals, and,  according  to  precedents  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  they  have 
control  over  notices  of  motion,  and  it  is 
quite  clear  that  a  legislative  body  should 
have  su.h  control.  If  they  had  not, 
offensive  words  and  insinuations  might 
be  made  against  hon.  members  of  the 
body  by  a  member  taking  such  a  course 
as  the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock  has 
pursued  ;  and,  thei-efoi-e,  it  is  quite  clear, 
on  the  grounds  so  well  put  by  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey), 
that  this  identical  question  has  been 
dealt  with  already  by  the  House  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Contingent 
Accounts,  that  the  notice  is  not  in  order. 
My  hon.  friend  should  have  gone  befoi'e 
the  Committee  on  Contingent  Accounts 
if  he  wished  to  make  any  case  on  this 
point.     Therefore,  I  think,  without  mak- 
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inf5  any  further  remarks,  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  withdraw  his  notice, 
otherwise,  I  trust  that  the  House  will 
shew  that  the  course  of  proceeding  that 
he  is  indulging  in  will  not  meet  with 
their  approval. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  do  not  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  re- 
sumed his  seat,  that  this  motion  should 
be  withdrawn.  I  think  that  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Amherst 
meets  the  case — that  there  should  be  an 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
House  on  this  subject,  in  view  of  the 
scenes  we  have  had,  day  after  day,  dur- 
ing this  session,  from  the  hon.  gentle- 
roan.  If  he  withdraws  his  motion  to-day, 
he  may  bring  it  up  again  to-morrow  or 
next  day.  The  House  has  no  guarantee 
that  he  will  not  pursue  a  similar  course 
again  this  session,  and,  perhaps,  next 
session.  Therefore,  I  think  the  wisest 
course  will  be  to  vote  upon  the  resolu- 
tion moved  by  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Amhei-st. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  :  I  cannot 
say  that  I  approve  the  course  pursued 
by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  do  think  there 
are  other  ways  of  preventing  a  recur- 
rence of  the  scenes  to  which  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Richmond  (Mr.  Miller) 
alludes.  It  seems  to  me  that  a  ready 
answer  can  be  given  to  the  remark  of 
the  hon.  Senator  fi-om  Amherst  when  he 
asks  if  there  is  ever  to  be  an  end  to  these 
motions  brought  up  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Woodstock.  The  best  answer  to 
that  would  be  the  introduction  of  a  Bill 
to  regulate  the  payment  of  indemnities, 
and  settle  the  question  once  and  for 
all.  I  have  heard  it  urged  that  such  a 
Bill  could  not  be  introduced  in  the 
Senate ;  but  I  see  no  reason  why  such  a 
measure  should  not  be  introduced  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  in  the  inter- 
est of  the  Senate,  and  in  that  way  the 
members  of  this  House  would  be  placed 
in  a  proper  position  before  the  country. 
If  the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock  will 
accept  my  advice,  he  will  withdraw  his 
motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— My  hon.  friend 
who  has  just  sat  down  is  under  a  strange 
delusion,  which,  perhaps,  can  be  account- 
ed for  by  the  fact  that  he  is  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Contingent 
Hon.  Mr,  Botqford, 


Accounts.  I  may  tell  him  that  this 
question  was  referred  by  the  House  to 
that  Committee,  and  is  being  dealt  with. 
This  very  day  a  sub-committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  take  into  consideration  the 
payments  to  members  from  1867,  and, 
when  the  question  comes  up  before  the 
House  on  the  report  of  that  committee, 
it  will  be  quite  competent  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  take  action  upon  it.  The 
hon.  Senator  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
(Mr.  Haythorne)  takes  exception  to  my 
remark ;  "Is  there  ever  to  be  an  end  to 
proceedings  on  the  same  subject."  The 
hon.  gentleman  surely  knows  that  it  is 
contrary  to  parliamentary  rule  to  be 
constantly  pressing  upon  the  House  de- 
cisions upon  any  subject  which  has 
already  been  decided.  This  matter  hav- 
ing already  been  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Contingent  Accounts,  where  it  is 
being  considered,  and  having  been  re- 
ferred with  the  consent  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman himself,  it  is  unnecessary  to  say 
anything  more  about  it.  I  regret  very 
much,  as  an  aggravation  of  the  course 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Alexan- 
der) has  taken  in  this  matter,  that  some- 
body has  furnished  a  paper  of  to-day 
with  a  copy  of  the  notice  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  read  yesterday,  and  which 
had  been  suppressed  with  his  assent. 
That  is  a  course  which  is  at  once  unbe- 
coming to  the  hon.  member  himself,  and 
is  an  indignity  to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  do  not  at  all 
approve  of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Sen- 
ator from  Woodstock,  because  I  think 
the  House  has  dealt  nearly  as  far  as  it 
can  with  this  question  ;  but  1  cannot 
relieve  this  or  any  preceding  Govern- 
ment since  1867  for  not  dealing  with 
the  matter.  I  have  had  the  honor  of 
being  a  member  of  the  Senate  since  Con- 
federation, and  I  must  say  that  I  always 
regarded  it  as  compulsory  on  me  to  stop 
here  thirty-one  days  before  I  could  con- 
sider myself  entitled  to  my  sessional 
allowance,  and  I  believe  that  the  law  has 
been  so  interpreted  by  the  majority  of 
the  members  of  this  body.  If  this  Gov- 
ernment, or  the  one  that  preceded  it, 
found  that  it  could  be  interpreted  diflfer- 
ently,  I  think  it  was  very  wrong  that 
they  shoiild  not  have  made  that  inter- 
pretation known  to  every  member  of  the 
House.  They  should  have  taken  care 
that  no  one  member  was  treated  diflter- 
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ently  from  otherp,  and  neither  Govern- 
ment could  complain  that  it  had  not  a 
sufficient  majority  to  enable  it  to  pursue 
a  right  course,  and  have  the  law  amend- 
ed so  that  no  one  member  could  obtain 
so  much  public  money  on  so  unreason- 
able a  basis.  I  cannot  approve  of  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Wood- 
stock, inasmuch  as  he  appears  t#  be  de- 
sirous of  censuring  the  leadei'  of  the 
Grovemment,  who,  in  my  opinion,  has 
simply  interpreted  the  law  as  it  is.  I 
do  not  profess  to  be  a  lawyer,  but,  when 
attention  was  dlrawn  to  the  subject  re- 
cently, I  examined  the  Act,  and  I  must 
say  that  it  can  be  interpreted  exactly  as 
the  leader  of  the  Government  construed 
it  the  other  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think 
there  is  a  question  as  to  the  desirability 
of  the  withdrawal  of  this  resolution.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Woodstock  ought 
to  defer  to  the  unanimous. feeling  of  the 
House  and  withdraw  it.  At  the  same 
time,  I  have  some  doubt  as  to  whether 
the  course  pursued  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Amherst  (Mr,  Lickey)  is  one  that  it 
would  be  wise  to  follow.  In  striking  a 
notice  off  the  paper  we  are  taking  a 
step  which  may  be  followed  in  some 
other  case  in  which  great  injustice  may 
be  done*  It  does  not  follow  that,  because 
a  motion  of  which  notice  is  given  is  un- 
wise or  does  not  meet  the  views  of  the 
majority  of  the  House,  therefore  a  mem- 
ber should  be  deprived  of  the  right 
which  he  should  possess  of  giving  that 
notice.  I  think  the  better  course,  by  far, 
would  be  for  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Woodstock  to  withdraw  his  resolution. 
The  suLstance  of  it  is,  that  this  House 
should  i*esolve  that  a  statute  should  be 
interpreted  in  a  certain  way.  I  think 
if  there  is  any  way  in  which  the  Senate 
can  shew  that  it  desires  that  the  statute 
should  be  interpreted  in  a  different  way 
fi'om  that  in  which  it  has  heretofore  been 
interpreted,  it  should  be  done,  and,  there- 
fore, the  substance  of  the  resolution  is 
not  objectioDAble.  It  is  to  be  regretted 
that  he  should  have  made  it  so  by  the 
preamble.  It  is,  besides,  a  kind  of  con- 
tempt of  the  Committee  on  Contingent 
Accounts,  before  which  this  matter  now 
is,  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  bring  up  a 
resolution  u})on  the  subject.  For  these 
reasons  I  think  the  resolution  should  be 
withdrawn. 

Hon,  Mr,  Dever, 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  merely  wish  to 
express  my  surprise  that  any  member  of 
the  House  should  have  forgotten  that 
this  subject  is  governed  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  have 
spoken  as  if  it  were  governed  by  a  leso- 
lution,  which  can  be  controlled  or  altered 
by  the  Senate.  I  am  not  aware  that 
this  House  is  a  tribunal  for  interpreting 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  It  sounds  extra- 
ordinary that  a  Senator  should  declare 
that  the  usually  accepted  interpretation 
put  upon  an  Act  of  Parliament  is  wrong, 
and  that  this  should  be  laid  down  as  the 
premises  on  which  to  build  certain 
conclusions.  The  hon.  Senator  from 
Woodstock  formulates  a  proposition.  He 
assumes  certain  thins^s  ^as  proven  or 
granted.  Now,  I  deny  that  those  things 
are  proven  or  true.  It  does  not  seem  at 
all  in  harmony  with  the  pi-actice  which 
should  prevail  in  this  House,  that  gentle- 
men should  get  up  and  intei  iectthe  opinion 
that  a  Senator  has  done  wrong  because, 
in  their  opinion,  an  Act  of  Parliament 
has  been  violated.  This  question  of  in- 
demnity is  dealt  with,  I  believe,  by  the 
Clerk,  acting  under  the  direction  of  the 
Speaker.  They  are  guided  in  their  con- 
clusions by  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Clerk 
of  the  House  of  Commons  or  the  Minis- 
ter of  Justice;  and  they  are  tlie  only 
tribunal  that  can  fairly  be  consulted.  If 
any  member  of  this  House  is  to  assume 
the  right  to  interpret  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment as  his  judgment  dictates,  just  see 
tlie  confusion  it  will  all  lead  to.  It  is  quite 
in  the  power  of  the  bon.  Senator  from 
Woodstock  to  propose  for  the  considera- 
tion of  this  House  a  measure  for  reduc- 
ing the  indemnity  paid 'to  Senators  and 
members  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
That  is  the  parliamentary  course  to  take, 
and  not  to  find  fault  with  the  interpre- 
tation that  is  accepted  by  the  authority 
that  we  ourselves  have  delegated  to  in- 
terpret the  Act  for  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH :  I  differ 
from  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down.  I  do  not  know  whether  a 
private  member  of  the  Senate  could  in- 
troduce a  Bill  of  that  kind,  regulating 
the  indemnity  to  members. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT :  You  can  restrict 
the  payments  by  an  Act  of  Parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH:  Yes ;  but 
we  could  not  do  it     Even  the  Minister 
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of  Militia  here  could  not  do  it.  I  should 
like,  however,  in  some  proper  and  be- 
coming manner,  to  have  an  expression 
of  this  House  as  to  the  interpretation 
that  has  been  put  upon  the  Act.  While 
I  may  differ  from  the  hon.  Senator  from 
"Woodstock  as  to  his  mode  of  bringing 
the  matter  before  the  House,  I  think 
that  it  is  a  subject  which  should  be  dealt 
with.  T  think  it  would  be  better  if  my 
hon.  friend  would  withdraw  the  notice, 
and  also  my  hon.  friend  from  Amherst 
his  resolution  in  amendment.  It  would 
be  unwise,  in  my  opinion,  to  establish  a 
precedent  of  this  kind,  which  might 
hereafter  be  used  disadvantageously  to 
the  interests  of  members  and  free  discus- 
sion in  this  House.  No  member  who 
has  special  views  on  a  matter,  although 
his  views  may  not  harmonize  with  those 
of  the  majority,  or  may  not  be  of  a 
pleasant  nature  to  some  members  of  the 
House,  should  be  prevented  such  in  a 
sumlmary  manner  from  putting  them 
upon  record.  Yet,  upon  the  report  of 
the  Contingent  Committee,  the  question 
may  be  discussed.  I  think,  therefore,  it 
would  be  well  to  withdraw  both  the 
notice  of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Wood- 
stock and  the  resolution  before  us.  I 
cannot  support  it  if  it  is  pressed  to  a 
vote,  as  1  believe  that  it  will  create  a 
dangerous  precedent. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  should 
F^ret  most  deeply  if  any  steps  which  I 
take  upon  the  floor  of  this  House  in  the 
discharge  of  my  duty  should  deprive  me 
of  the  i*espect  and  friendship  of  the 
Senate,  which  I  have  enjoyed  for  so  long 
a  period  of  time/  If  any  member  has 
uniformly,  from  the  very  first  day  that  he 
entered  this  House,  met  with  kindness 
and  indulgence  in  every  respect,  it.  is 
myself,  and  I  feel  grateful  for  the  uniform 
kindness  which  has  been  shewn  me  upon 
every  occasion  when  I  have  moved  upon 
any  public  question,  and  I  am  sure  that 
the  Senate  will  give  me  credit,  even  if 
they  disagree  with  me  and  think  that  I 
err  in  judgment  in  the  course  that  I  am 
now  pursuing,  for  having  been  actuated 
by  a  simple  desire  to  accomplish  good. 
We  know  that,  in  public  life,  all  sorts  of 
motives  are  imputed  to  members — per- 
sonal pique,  revenge,  ambition  and  self- 
glorification.  But  what  does  a  member 
who  delights  to  discharge  his  duty  faith- 
fully to  the  country  care  for  all  those 
Hon,  Mr,  Kavlbach, 


imputations  as  to  his  motives  1  He  cares 
as  little  for  them  as,  perhaps,  for  the  abuse 
which  he  might  meet  with  in  the  public 
streets  of  the  country.  It  is  a  very 
solemn  duty  that  we  have  to  dbicharge 
on  the  floor  of  Parliament.  There  is  no 
higher  position  that  we  can  occupy  than 
to  be  a  member  of  this  House.  There  is 
a  grave.and  solemn  responsibility  resting 
upon  us.  I  have  thought  deliberately 
and  solemnly  over  the  course  that  I  was 
to  pursue  in  this  case,  and  I  wouH  never 
have  moved  in  this  matter  if  I  had  not 
considered  it  necessary  to  do  so  in  the 
way  that  I  have  done.  What  was  that 
necessity  1  The  leader  of  the  G^ovem- 
ment  in  this  House,  when  I  asked  the 
kind  permission  of  the  Senate  to  with- 
draw my  motion  the  other  day,  went  on 
with  an  amendment  which  he  had  on  the 
notice  paper,  and  proceeded  to  state, 
among  other  things,  that  he  had  been 
personally  responsible  for  one  of  those 
acts  to  which  this  motion  refei-s. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
rise  to  a  question  of  order.  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  cannot  refer  to  a  preced- 
ing debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER--I  simply 
desire  to  say  that,  from  the  course  whicli 
the  hon.  gentleman  pursued,  and  the 
manner  which  he  adopted  on  that  occas- 
ion of  treating  a  very  serious  and  grave 
matter 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH — I  rise  to  enforce 
the  standing  order.  I  insist  upon  it.  I 
do  not  believe  it  is  right  to  allow  these 
attacks,  day  after  day,  on  the  leader  of 
the  House  to  go  before  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman  (Mr.  Alexander)  is  out  of  order 
in  another  way.  He  is  out  of  order  in 
refeiTing  to  a  previous  debate.  The 
leader  of  the  House  corrected  him,  and 
immediately  he  revei*ted  to  the  same 
thing  again. 

Hon.  Mr.  MONTGOMERY— There 
is  another  objectioi^.  The  matter  is  be- 
fore a  standing  committee  of  the  House, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  should  not  take 
it  up  here.  It  is  not  in  accordance  with 
parliamentary  usage. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  simply 
desite  to  say 

Hon  Mr.  SMITH— I  aak  the  Speaker 
to  enforce  the  rule. 
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Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  will 
only  detain  tlie  House  to  express  the 
deep  regret  that  I  should  feel  if  I  lost 
the  esteem  and  respect  of  the  Senate  by 
any  course  that  i  should  deem  it  my 
duty  to  pursue.  As  one  or  two  hon. 
gentlemen  in  this  House  seem  deter- 
mined to  prevent  lue  referring  to  the 
matter  which  would  justify  the  course 
that  I  am  taking,  I  shall,  in  obedience 
to  the  feeling  of  the  House,  withdraw 
my  motion. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL.— 
No. 

The  House  divided  upon  the  resolu- 
tion in  amendment,  which  was  adopted 
on  the  following  vote  : — 

Contents : 
Hon.  Messrs. 
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Montgomery, 

Odell, 

P4quet, 

Pozer, 

Ryan, 

Scott, 

Simpson, 

Smith, 

Sutherland, . 

Trudel, 

Vidal, 

Wark.— 49. 


NoN-CoNTENTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 
Alexander,  Leonard, 

Haytbome,  McClelan,  {Hopewell) 

Hope,  Penny, 

£aulbach.  Power — 8 . 


BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (64)  "  To  authorize  and  provide 
for  the  winding  up  of  the  Consolidated 
Bank  of  Canada."— (Mr.  Ryan.) 

Bill  (67)  **  To  amend  the  Acta  respect- 
ing the  Canada    Central  Railway  Com- 
pany."— (Mr.  Cochrane.) 
Hon.  Mr.  Smith. 


OFFENCES  AGAINST  THE  PERSON,  PAR- 
TIAL REPEAL  BILL. 

COMMONS   AMENDMENTS. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  moved  con- 
currence in  the  amendment  of  the  Com- 
mons to  Bill  ( L)  "  OHences  against  the 
Person,  Partial  Repeal  Bill." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
amendment  was  concurred  in  without 
amendment. 


ONTARIO    INDUSTRIAL    REFUGE    FOR 
GIRLS  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (100)  "An 
Act  respecting  Hh«  Industrial  Refuge 
for  Girls,  of  Ontario."  He  said  : 
This  Bill,  and  the  next  one  to  it 
on  the  order  paper  —  a  bill  concern- 
ing "The  Ontario  Reformatory  for 
Boys,"  are  presented  to  the  Parliament 
of  the  Dominion  at  the  instance  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
That  Province  has  recently  erected  two 
places,  one  for  the  reformation  of  boys, 
and  the  other  called  an  industrial  refuge 
for  girls.  It  is  the  desire  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Ontario  that  these  two  places 
should  be  used  with  the  hope,  I  have  no 
doubt  well  founded,  of  reforming  young 
criminals,  and,  to  get  the  necessary 
powers,  they  were  obliged  to  come  to  the 
Pai'liament  of  the  Dominion.  The  Bill 
has  been  prepared  by  the  Attomey-Gen- 
ei-al  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  has 
received  the  assent  of  prominent  repre- ' 
sentatives  of  that  Province  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  I  do  not  thisk  there  is 
anything  in  either  of  them  to  draw  forth 
much  discussion  in  this  House,  but  if 
any  is  necessary  it  can  take  place  when 
they  are  in  Committee. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 


ONTARIO     REFORMATORY    FOR    BOYS 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (98)  "An  Act 
respecting  the  Ontario  Reformatory  for 
Boys." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to^  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 
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PRINCE    EDWARD    ISLAND  REFORMA- 
TORY FOR  JUVENILE  OFFENDERS 
BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (99)  "  An  Act 
respecting  the  Reformatory  for  Juvenile 
Offenders  in  Prince  Edward  Island." 
He  said :  "  This  Bill  is  to  meet  a 
similar  intention  which  the  Legislature 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  has  conceived 
of  creating  a  reformatory  in  that  Island 
also  for  juvenile  offenders. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  Second  time. 

MANITOBA    SOUTH-WESTERN    COLON- 
IZATION   RAILWAY   GO'S   BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (63)  "To  extend  the 
powers  of  the  Manitoba  South -Western 
Colonization  Railway  Company,  and  to 
further  amend  the  Act  incorporating  the 
said  Company."  He  said  that  this 
Company  ha  been  incorporated  for 
the  purpose  of  constructing  a  rail- 
way to  Rock  Lake.  They  now 
asked  for  power  to  extend  their  line  in  a 
different  direction,  so  as  to  act  as  a  feeder 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  It 
was  provided  in  the  Bill  that  all  such  ex- 
tensions would  have  to  be  approved  by 
the  Governor  in  Council.  The  intention 
was  to  extend  the  road  to  the  coal 
mines,  and  to  amalgamate  with  other 
railways,  with  the  consent  of  the  share- 
holders. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 


SOUTH  SASKATCHEWAN  VALLEY  RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (60)  "  To  incoi-porate  the 
South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Railway  Com- 
pany." He  said  :  The  object  of  the  Com- 
pany was  to  build  a  railway  up  the  rich 
valley  of  the  South  Saskatchewan.  The 
line  would  have  to  be  approved  by  the 
Governor  in  Council,  so  that  it  would 
not  interfere  with  the  construction  of 
the  Pacific  Railway.  The  capital  of  the 
Company  was  to  be  $5,000,000,  and  they 
would  commence  operations  as  soon  as 
10  per  cent,  of  the  capital  stock  was 
subscribed  and  10  per  cent,  paid  on  it. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 
Hon.  Sir  Alex,  Campbell, 


MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 
SISTER  BILL. 

SECOND    READING. 

Hon.    Mr.    FERRIER    moved     the 
second  reading  of  Bill  (30)  "An  Act  to 
legalize  marriage  with   the  sister  of  a 
deceased  wife."     He  said  :    I  regret  very 
much    that    this  Bill  is     not    in     the 
hands  of    some    other    member   better 
qualified  than  I  am  to  shew  the  pressing 
necessity  of  now  passing  this  very  impor- 
tant measure.     This  Bill  has  been  before 
the  House  of  Commons  during  the  greater 
part  of  this  long  session,  and  it  has  come 
up  to  the    Senate    passed    by  a  large 
majority  of  votes  ;  we,  therefore,  receive 
it  as  the  voice  of  the'people,  through  their 
representatives,  and  I  am  satisfied  that 
there  \m  a  cry  from  every  constituency  in 
this  Dominion  for  relief  from  the  grievous 
disability  now  resting  on  the  people  of 
Canada,    and  which,    I   trust,   will    be 
removed  by  the  passinsf  of  this  Bill  bj 
this  hon.  House.     It  has  been  said  to 
me,    '*let    this    Bill   stand   over    until 
another  session."    I  ask  every  member  of 
this  House  who  thinks  that  relief  should 
be  given,  why  should  the  Senate  postpone 
the  Bill  until  next  session  1    Heads  of 
households,  fathers  and  mothers  are  dying 
and  hundreds  of  families  are  now  lying 
under    great    disabilities ;     surely    this 
higher  branch  of  the  Legislature  will  not 
reiuse  to  listen   to  the  petitions    now 
before   this    House,   but  will    at    once 
pass     this     Bill     for     their    relief.     I 
question  if  ever   there  was  a  measure 
before  Parliament  of  this  character  oa 
which  the  public  sentiment  in  its  favor 
was  so  united   as   it   has  been   in   the 
House  of  Commons,  Roman  Catholics 
and  Protestants  voting  together  for  this 
Bill  of  relief.     I  am  not  surprised  that 
one  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  should  with- 
hold his  approval,  and  that  the  Metro- 
politan, with  other  bishops  in  the  Church 
of  England,  should  do  the  same.     They 
must  uphold  the  Table  of  Affinity  which 
stands  in  the  Prayer  Book.     But  there 
is  a  large  class  in  the  Church  of  England^ 
and  a  very  large  majority  in   all  other 
Protestant  churches,  which  have  a  right 
to  be  heard  by  us.     Our  best   attention 
should  be  given  to  the  petitions  now  be- 
fore  this   House   in  favor  of  this  Bill, 
praying  that  it  may   become  law,   and 
give  relief  from  the  disabilities  to  which 
they  are  now    subjected   by  the  unscrip- 
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tural  ecclesiastical  ]aw  which  prevails, 
especially  in  the  code  of  jurisprudence  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  believe  that 
if  this  Bill  is  lost  in  the  Senate  it  will 
raise  a  controversy  between  the  bishops 
and  the  laity,  which  will  be  very  damag- 
ing to  the  Christian  character  of  Protest- 
antism. The  Roman  Catholic  Chuixjh 
grants  a  dispensation  to  any  of  its  peo- 
j>le  who  wishes  to  marry  a  sister  of  his 
deceased  wife,  but  their  children 
are  still  under  the  disabilities 
of      the       civil       law.  But       we 

Pi-otestants  have  the  unyielding  iron  law 
of  afl5nity,  enforced  by  the  bishops,  a  law 
which  has  no  foundation  in  the  Bible — 
neither  in  the  Old  nor  in  the  New  Tes- 
tament. This  fact  is  now  fully  estab- 
lished by  the  highest  authorities 
among  the  Jews  and  Christians  of 
this  nineteenth  century.  Lord  Hough- 
ton, in  a  speech  delivered  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  in  May,  1879,  on 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
for  legalizing  marriage  with  a  deceased 
wife's  sister,  said  : — 

<<  During  this  period  onr  colonies  have  not 
been  silent,  and  to  this  &ct  I  desire  to  draw 
your  Lordship's  serious  attention.  South 
Australia,  yictoria,  Tasmania,  New  South 
Wales,  Queensland,  and  Western  Australia, 
have  passed  acts  legalizing  these  marriages. 
A  bill  of  the  same  nature  has  passed  the 
Lower  House  of  New  Zealand,  and  twice  in 
the  Legislature  of  Natal,  which  colony  has 
now,  unfortunately,  something  else  to  think 
of.  Such  marriages  are  practically  legal  in 
the  whole  Canadian  dominion,  the  West  In- 
dies, and,  it  is  believed,  in  the  Channel 
Inlands." 

It  is  evident  that  Lord  Houghton  thinks 
we  are  further  advanced  in  the  Dominion 
on  this  question  than  we  really  are. 
Speaking  of  the  feeling  in  England 
amongst  the  Non-conformists,  be  said  : — 
"  It  should  not  be  forgotten  that  all  the 
Non-conformist  bodies,  without  the  exception 
of  a  single  sect,  are  in  favor  of  the  Bill,  and 
what  is  the  immense  proportion  they  bear  in 
the  Christian  community  of  this  country  ?" 

Further  on  he  quoted  from  a  letter  that 
appeared  in  the  Standard  newspaper, 
which  ends  as  follows : — 

"I  sincerely" hope  that  something  will  be 
done  to  remedy  the  painful  position  of  thou- 
sands of  deserving  families  during  the  coming 
session  of  Parliament,  for,  if  not,  I  am  con- 
vinced that  the  question  will  be  made  very 
prominent  in  the  next  General  Election ;  and 
I  would  not  support  any  member  who  would 
not  pledge  himself  to  vote  for  the  removal  of 
this  oppressive  law." 

Hon,  Mr,  Ferrier 


Ift  concluding  his  remarks,  on  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  Lord 
Houghton  said : — 

"  And  now  my  Lords,  I  pray  you  to  give  a 
second  readmg  to  this  Bill.  If  you  do  so, 
you  will  relieve  thousands  of  your  fellow-citi- 
zens, honest  men  and  honest  women,  from  a 
deep  sense  of  partial  legislation  and  cruel  in- 
justice ;  if  you  reject  this  Bill,  you  will  force 
on  them  the  conviction  that  they  might,  like 
yourselves,  enjoy  the  great  happiness  of  feimily 
life  with  those  they  love  best,  without  dis- 
comfort to  themselves  or  dishonor  to  their 
offspring,  were  it  not  for  the  intolerance  of 
the  Church  of  England  and  the  social  preju- 
dices of  the  House  of  Lords." 

There  has  been  so  much  discussion  on 
this  subject,  that  I  will  conclude  my  re- 
marks by  citing  a  passage  in  a  letter  re- 
ceived by  Lord  Houghton  from  the 
eminent  Oriental  Scholar,  Professor  Max 
Muller,  who  says  : — 

« How  any  Hebrew  scholar  could  so  mis- 
interpret Leviticus  xviii. ,  18,  as  to  make  it  a 
prohibition  of  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
sister  is  a  puzzle  to  me.  I  know  of  oae 
analogous  case  only — the  falsification  of  a 
verse  in  the  <  Veda,'  by  which  it  was  turned 
into  a  commandment  for  the  burning  of  a 
widow  on  the  death  of  her  husband," 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY :  I  am  sure  the 
House  has  listened  with  much  interest 
to  the  observations  that  have  accom- 
panied the  introduction  of  this  Bill  by 
my  hon.  friend;  and  I  may  say  for 
myself,  and  the  House  will,  I  am  quite 
sure,  agree,  that  it  is  a  question  which 
affects  the  tenderest  and  holiest  relations 
that  can  obtain  between  man  and 
woman.  I,  therefore,  desire  to  approach 
the  discussion  of  the  subject  in  the  rev- 
erend spirit  that  ought  to  animate  every- 
one in  dealing  with  so  serious  and  im- 
ix)rtaut  a  matter.  My  hon.  friend  has 
furnished  us  with  very  little  argument 
of  his  own,  and,  as  to  the  value  of 
opinions  expressed  in  another  place,  I 
am  sorry  that  he  had  not  been  impartial, 
and  given  us  a  little  of  the  argument 
on  the  other  side.  I  think  that  would 
have  been  but  a  fair  measure  of  justice ; 
but,  taking  the  matter  as  it  stands,  the 
hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  a  large  por- 
tion— ^hundreds  of  people,  in  fact — in 
England  ai*e  waiting  for  the  passing  of 
this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER:  I  said  from 
every  constituency  of  this  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  :  My  hon.  friend 
stated  that  also,  but  he  read  a  speech 
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which  alluded  to  tbo  fact  that  the  Bill 
was  desired  by  a  great  many  [>e6plo  in 
England. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER:  I  said,  at  the 
beginning,  that  I  was  going  to  read,  from 
a  speech  of  Lord  Houghton's,  delivered 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  a  few  remaks  in 
accordance  with  the  views  I  endeavored 
to  lay  before  t^^e  House.  It  is  evident 
that  I  have  not  been  understood,  and  I 
am  exceedingly  unfortunate  in*  having 
assented  to  take  charge  of  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— T  do  not  cdm- 
plain  of  the  interruption,  but  I  am  free 
to  say  that  my  hon.  friend  expressed 
himself  in  such  terms  as  not  to  leave  any 
doubt  in  the  mind  of  any  person  as  to 
his  meaning.  So  that,  I  think,  any 
apology  for  the  Bill  not  having  fallen 
into  better  hands  is  quite  unnecessary, 
for  I  am  sure  no  motion  in  regard  to  a 
bill  could  come  with  greater  effect  than 
from  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  moved 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
stated,  and  it  has  been  stated  elsewhere, 
that  hundreds  of  people  are  affected  by 
this  Bill.  I  dare  say  that  is  the  case, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  has  been  at  the 
bottom  of  the  agitation  on  this  question 
in  England — that  hundreds  of  people 
have  violated  the  law  in  this  respect, 
and  they  wish  to  have  an  act  passed  to 
set  them  right  again,  and  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman, instead  of  appealing  to  the  sym- 
pathy of  the  House,  would  better  have 
subserved  his  cause  by  shewing  the 
reasons  for  which  they  ask  for  the  repeal 
of  the  law.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  a  good  many  Jews  and  Christians  of 
the  nineteenth  century  are  agreed 
that  there  is  no  scriptural  argu- 
ment against  this  Bill.  Unfortu- 
nately, we  live  in  an  age  when  we 
have  had  to  find  out,  to  our  sorrow, 
that  even  in  the  Christian  world  a  great 
many  questions  have  been  taken  up  and 
treated  in  a  very  different  light  trom 
what  it  has  always  been  considered  they 
should  be  dealt  with.  This  Bill  may 
involve  a  reference  to  one  of  the  five 
books  of  Moses.  My  hon.  fiiend  knows 
perfectly  well  that  one  of  the  biahops  of 
the  Church  of  England  has  published  a 
work  in  which  he  has  struck  at  the  very 
foundation  of  these  five  books.  In  the 
light  of  modem  science  and  modern 
Hon,  Mr.  Dickey. 


learning,  not  content  with  attempting  to 
upset  the  account  of  the  creation  in 
Genesis,  Bishop  Colenso  sneers  at  the 
inspired  narrative  of  the  number  of 
Israelites  that  went  out  of  Egypt  Cer- 
tain divines  and  learned  men  of  the 
y)resent  day  have  taken  this  view ;  but 
that  should  not  have  much  weight  with 
this  House,  because  my  hon.  friend  must 
be  aware  that  for  4,000  years,  so 
far  as  I  know,  both  Jew  and  Christian, 
under  the  old  and  the  now  dispensations, 
have  agreed  that  these  Levitical  injunc- 
tions as  to  marriages,  like  the  moral  law, 
were  binding  on  Jew  as  well  as  on 
Christian.  That  is  the  position  1  take, 
and  if  such  opinions  are  rife  in  this 
nineteenth  Cf^ntury,  ray  hon.  friend 
should  consider  the  position  he  is  taking, 
and  the  effect  it  may  have  upon  the  be- 
liefs of  others — not  upon  our  beliefs,  be- 
cause I  assume  they  are  settled ;  but  if 
we  are  to  have  the  beliefs  of  othei^s  unset- 
tled upon  these  points,  by  bringing  up 
prominently  the  opinions  of  some  Jews 
and  Christians  of  the  present  day,  as 
compared  with  those  who  hav«  had  an 
unbroken  opinion  on  this  point  for 
thousands  ot  years,  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  must  se**  where  all  this  will  land 
us.  The  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  the 
voice  of  the  people  as  expressed  through 
their  representatives.  We  are  all  familiar 
with  that  argument.  We  know  what 
its  effect  is,  but  I  can  only  meet  ray  hon. 
friend  by  pointing  to  the  course  taken 
last  year  on  a  matter  in  which  the  voice 
of  the  people  had  also  been  expressed  in 
an  unmistakable  way.  I  allude  to  the 
Insolvency  Repeal  Bill.  That  view  was 
expressed  then  in  this  House,  but  the 
Senate  decided  then,  as  I  trust  they  will 
decide  to-day,  that,  although  that  was 
apparently  the  opinion  of  the  people,  yet 
it  was  wise  to  postpone  that  measure  for 
another  year,  however  inconvenient  it 
might  be,  in  order,  if  possible,  to  obtain 
a  true  expression  of  the  sentiments 
of  the  country,  with  the  understanding 
that,  if  that  expression  were  continued  in 
the  direction  it  was  before,  that  it  should 
have  its  effec''.  1  opposed  that  con- 
tention, because  I  was  in  favor  of  the 
immediate  repeal  of  the  law,  looking  to 
the  inconvenience  that  would  result,  and 
did  result,  from  its  continuance. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERRIER— And  you  were 
quite  rifijht. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  must  assume 
that  the  Ifouse  was  right  in  taking  time 
to  see  the  result,  and  I  think  the  Senate, 
on  that  occasion,  performed  one  of  its  pe- 
culiar functionSjin  checking  hasty  legis- 
lation, and  giving  time  for  the  country, 
and  for  the  other  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  decide  upon  the  question.  I  do 
D«t  propose  to  enter  at  length  into  the 
theological  arguments  of  this  subject.  I 
have  already  said  it  has  been  held  as 
a  rule  in  the  church,  whether  under  the 
old  or  new  dispensations,  that  this  is  the 
construction  of  Leviticus,  otherwise  we 
would  have  supposed  we  would  not  have 
had  it  in  the  different  prayer  books  of 
the  churches.  That  is  a  singular  coa- 
sensus  of  opinion,  and  it  applies  to  all 
those  Levitical  injunctions  and  the  moral 
law,  including  the  Ten  Commandments, 
not  to  any  directions  which  apply  pecu- 
liarly to  Jewish  observances  that  have 
passed  away.  Reference  has  been  made 
to  the  18th  verse  of  the  18th  chapter  of 
Leviticus.  I  do  not  intend  at  present 
entering  into,  even  if  I  felt  competent  to 
do  so,  a  critical  analysis  of  that  verse ; 
but  I  think  I  will*  shew  sufficiently  from 
the  whole  tenor  of  the  directions  given 
in  that  chapter,  that  the  weight  of 
opinion  is  most  decidedly  and  distinctly 
in  favor  of  the  present  construction 
of  the  law,  which  is  to  prevent 
marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister. 
I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of '  the 
House  to  this  argument,  that  the  general 
injunction  in  that  chapter,  "Thou  shalt 
not  approach  thy  next  of  kin,"  is  given 
first  that  we  shall  not  marry  the  next  of 
kin,  and  then  there  are  particular  cases 
specified  in  which  it  is  not  lawful  to 
marry.  The  House  will  be  surprised,  or 
some  members  of  it,  at  all  events,  may 
be  surprised,  when  I  state  the  curious 
fact  that  there  is  no  particular  injunction 
which  prevents  a  man  from  marrying  his 
own  daughter,  and  yet  it  might  be  said, 
with  an  expression  of  horror,  "  you  do 
no*t  mean  to  say  that  that  chapter  admits 
of  it  T  I  say  no  such  thing.  I  say  the 
chapter  rejects  it,  and  I  will  shew 
how  :  by  the  seventh  verse,  the  son  is 
prevented  from  marrying  his  mother, 
and,  in  the  pai*allel  case,  the  father 
is  prohibited  from  marrying  his 
daughter,  although  it  is  not 
mentioned.  The  rule  is  given  as  to  one, 
•and  it  obtains  in  all  paiiillel  cases,  and 
II on,  Mr,  Ferrier. 


this  is  one  of  them.  There  is  another 
§xtraordinary  parallel,  in  which  a  man  is 
prohibited,  by  the  14th  verse,from  marry- 
ing the  wife  of  his  father's  brother,  that 
is  to  say  his  paternal  aunt,  but  there  is 
no  injunction  against  marrying  his 
maternal  aunt.  Why  ]  Because  the 
two  cases  are  parallel,  and  the  one 
governs  the  other,  following  the  general 
rule  that  a  man  should  not  marry  with 
near  of  kin.  Then,  in  like  manner,  with 
regard  to  this  very  point,  marriage  with 
a  deceased  wife's  sister,  the  16th  verse 
implies  that  a  man  may  not  marry  his 
brother's  widow.  That  is  a  case 
exactly  parallel  to  a  man  marrying  his 
deceased  wife's  sister.  Some  hon.  mem- 
bers may  give  expression  to  the  opinion 
that,  in  the  one  case,  there  is  a  distinct 
or  absolute  prohibition,  as  there  is 
with  regai-d  to  the  widow  of.  a  deceased 
brother,  and  that  if  there  is  doubt 
about  one  point,  it  is  quite  clear  as  to 
the  other.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  this  fact  :  that,  following 
out  the  same  rule  of  interpretation 
against  marrying  with  a  maternal  aunt, 
and  a  man's  marriage  with  his  own 
daughter,  we  come,  by  an  inevitable 
process  of  reasoning,  without  any  refer- 
ence to  this  eighteenth  verse,  to  the  con- 
struction that,  where  a  man  is  prohibited 
from  marriage  with  the  widow  of  a 
deceased  brother,  he  is,  in  like  manner 
prohibited  from  marrying  with  the  sister 
of  his  deceased  wife.  That  being  the 
case,  I  need  not  pursue  that  argument 
further,  except  with  this  single  remark  : 
that  the  House  will  perceive  that  the 
question  of  marriage  with  the  widow  of 
his  father's  brother — that  is  with  his 
aunt — is  a  much  more  remote  connec- 
tion, certainly,  than  that  with  the 
sister  of  the  wife  of  his  own  bosom. 
I  do  not  propose  to  dive  farther  into  the 
depths  of  thei  theological  part  of  the 
€|uestion,  I  prefer,  rather,  to  call  the  seri- 
ous attention  of  the  House  to  the  domestic 
and  social  aspect  of  the  subject.  What 
is  the  situation  at  present  ]  The  sister 
of  the  wife  is  equally  the  sister  of  the 
husband,  because,  by  marriage,  they  twain 
have  become  one  flesh.  We  know  that 
the  result  is  the  most  free  and  unre- 
stricted intercourse  that  can  obtain 
between  brother  and  sister,  and  the  most 
perfect  confidence.  That  is  the  case 
under      the      existing      law,      and     I 
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need  hardly  say  what  would 
be  the  result  were  it  changed 
as  proposed.  I  have  already 
said  that  the  most  tender  relation  in  life 
between  the  sexes  is  that  between  man 
and  wife.  Next  to  that,  perhaps,  and 
apart  from  the  question  of  children,  is 
that  which  a  man  bears  to  his  own 
mother ;  then  conies  his  love  for  his  sis- 
ter, and  next  to  that,  surely,  and  in  most 
cases  equally  with  that,  is  the  love  he 
bears  and .  the  affection  he  lavishes 
upon  his  sister-in-law  —  the  sister, 
not  by  nature,  but  the  sister  by 
the  law  of  God  and  man. 
This,  hon.  gentlemen,  is  the  situation  of 
aflfairs  during  life,  in  sickness  and  in 
health ;  and  what  is  the  case  after^the 
wife's  death,  and  who,  I  may  ask,  so  fit 
to  care  for  the  children  of  her  deceased 
sister  as  the  surviving  sister?  That 
argument  may  be  applied  in  another 
way,  but  let  me  call  the  attention  of  hon. 
gentlemen  to  it  as  it  stands  :  if,  after 
death,  the  sister-in-law  is  put  on  the  toot- 
ing of  a  stranger,  eligible  to  marry  the 
widower  of  her  sister,  what  woman  of 
modesty  or  delicacy  of  feeling  would 
allow  herself  to  be  placed  in  the  position 
of  taking  charge  of  the  household  and 
living  under  the  same  roof  with  the 
widower  1  That  would  at  once  deprive 
the  children  of  the  tender  protection  and 
care  which  they  now  have  under  the  ex- 
isting law,  as  is  happily  the  case  in 
thousands  of  homes  where  a  sister-in- 
law  takes  the  place  of  a  mother  to  her 
deceased  sister's  children,  who  would 
otherwise  be  without  a  mother's  care.  I 
object,  therefore,  to  that  portion  of  the 
Bill  as  being  most  destructive  to  domestic 
happiness.  All  those  social  {objections 
apply  with  tenfold  force  to  the  other 
clause  of  the  Bill,  which  allows  a  man  to 
marry  the  widow  of  a  deceased  brother. 
In  either  case,  we  cannot  shut  our  eyes 
to  the  possible  temptation  to  get  rid  of  a 
wife  who  stands  between  the  husband 
and  the  sister,  -who  has  been  thrown  for 
years  into  close  contact  with  him,  and 
who,  if  this  Bill  passes,  will  be  eligible 
to  take  her  sister's  place.  I  shrink  from 
the  consequences  of  such  legislation,  and 
implore  the  House  to  pause,  at  all  events 
for  a  time,  ere  they  pass  such  a  sweeping 
revolution  in  the  social  and  marriage 
customs  of  the  land,  hallowed  by  loftg  ages 
of  usage,  and  intimately  associated  with 
Hon.  31  r.  Dickey. 


the  religious  sentiment  of  the  country. 
I  humbly  submit  that  we  are  bound  to 
pay  some  deference  to  that  sentiment, 
and  it  appears  tome  that  the  very  smallest 
expression  of  deference  that  we  can  adopt 
would  be,  at  all  events,  to  give  the 
people  who  have  always  considered  it  to 
have  been  the  law  of  the  land,  for  at  least 
1800  years  of  the  Christian  era,  an  op- 
portunity of  considering  it,  and  being 
heard  upon  the  question.  A  great  many 
petitions  have  been  before  the  House  for 
and  against  this  measure.  It  is,  per- 
haps, difficult,  and  I  do  not  know  that 
any  hon.  member  has  taken  the  trouble 
to  analyse  these  petitions  day  after  day 
as  they  come  in,  to  consider  them  pro- 
perly. The  effect  of  the  amendment 
which  I  propose  to  submit,  and  which  I 
hope  the  House  will  accept,  would  be  to- 
give  Parliament  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering those  petitions  carefully  and 
fully,  and  of  weighing  their  representa- 
tions, and  also  to  give  an  opportunity 
to  the  country  to  express  an  unmistak- 
able opinion  on  this  important  question. 
Because,  although  my  hon.  friend  may 
speak  of  people  in  various  parts  of  the 
country  who  desire  to  have  this  law,  I 
can  tell  him  of  thousands  and  tens  of 
thousands  of  people  who  will  be  shocked 
if  it  be  passed.  In  my  opinion,  it  is  not 
the  bounden  duty  of  this  House  to  give 
force  to  the  agitation  which  has  already 
been  commenced  on  one  side  of  the  ques- 
tion, without,  at  all  events,  paying  some 
little  deference  to  the  opinion  of  the 
other.  It  is  the  active,  aggressive  people 
who  always  make  the  most  noise,  and 
these  are  the  pf'ople  who  possibly  have 
broken  the  law,  and  who,  through 
their  friends  in  Parliament,  en- 
deavor to  excite  the  sympathies  of 
the  House  to  their  ends.  Under  the 
circumstances,  I  trust  hon.  members  will 
pause,  and  will,  at  all  events,  act  in  the 
same  direction  as  we  acted  last  year,  and 
give  the  country  an  opportunity  of 
making  known  their  opinions  upon  tjiis 
law.  Certainly  after  the  experience  of 
so  many  hundred  years,  no  harm  can 
be  done  by  giving  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  what  the  public  feeling  is  on 
a  matter  that  deeply  affects  the  reli- 
gious sentiment  of  the  country.  There- 
ifore  I  hope  the  House  will  pardon 
me  when  I  move,  seconded  by  Hon.  Mr^ 
Bureau  : — 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Marriage  with  Deceased        [April  27,  1880.]  Wifes  Sister  Bill 


381 


<<  That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  a 
second  time,  but  that  it  be  resolved  that  it  is 
inexpedient  to  proceed  with  this  measure 
during  the  present  Session,  in  order  to  afford 
time  to  consider  the  various  petitions  to  the 
Senate  for  and  against  the  Bill,  and  to  ascer- 
tain  the  sentiment  of  the  people  on  the  ques- 
tion at  the  next  session  of  Parliament." 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY.— It  is  not  with- 
out a  feeling  of  diffidence  that  I  second 
the  Bill  that  has  been  introduced  by  my 
hon.  friend  opposite  (Mr.  Ferrier),  and 
my  diffidence  is  due  to  the  fact  that  I 
appreciate,  to  some  extent,  the  objections 
raised  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Amherst 
(Mr.  Dickey),  yet  I  have  been  requested 
by  friends,  to  whose  interests  and  desires 
I  attach  a  great  deal  of  importance,  to 
urge  upon  the  Senate  the  reasons  why  I 
think  this  Bill  should  pass.  Yielding  to 
that  desire  on  their  part,  and  believing 
that  the  Bill  should  become  law,  not- 
withstanding the  objections  which  occur 
to  some  minds,  I  do  what  I  can  to  pro- 
mote what  I  believe  to  be  a  very 
valuable  reform.  I  am  more  diffident 
about  taking  this  course,  however,  be- 
cause I  know  there  is  a  large  number  of 
my  friends,  pi-ofessing  a  different  fiiith 
from  my  own,  in  the  Province  from 
which  I  come,  who  will  vote  for  the 
amendment.  At  the  same  time,  while  I 
dislike  to  dissever  mysplf  from  the  great 
body  of  my  fellow-provincialists,  I  am 
happy  to  know  that,  in  this  case,  there  is 
no  odium  theologicum  to  be  drawn  be- 
tween us  on  account  of  our  difference 
of  opinion  on  this  occasion,  because, 
although  I  am  not  a  Catholic  theologian, 
and  a  very  poor  theologian  of  any 
kind,  I  know  that  the  Church  of 
Eome  and  the  Pope  do  not  pretend 
to  set  aside  the  laws  of  Crod.  The 
dispensations  granted  to  Catholics  are 
not  from  the  laws  of  God,  nor  from  the 
laws  of  nature,  as  I  understand  it,  but 
from  laws  of  a  disciplinary  character, 
which  have  been  provided  on  account  of 
expediency,  or  some  other  causes,  which 
do  not  go  so  wide  or  deep  as  the  laws  of 
€k>d  or  nature.  This  enables  me  to 
reply  to  some  remarks  which  fell  from 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Amherst.  He 
has  stated  that,  for  eighteen  hundred 
years  or  more,  the  prohibition  of  mar- 
riages of  this  kind  has  been  the  universal 
law  of  Christendom.  I  think  he  is 
wrong  in  that,  because  dispensations 
liave  always  been  allowed  by  the  Church 
Eon.  Mr.  Dickey. 


of  Rome,  and,  until  a  very  recent  ])eriod, 
though  such  marriages  were  voidable  in 
England,  they  were  not  absolutely  void. 
Now,  I  take  it  for  granted,  that  mar- 
riages which  the  Church  of  Rome  per- 
mitted in  any  case,  were  not  marriages 
that  they  considered  against  the  law  of 
God,  and  I  take  it  also  that,  while  the 
Church  of  England  permitted  such  mar- 
riages to  be  made,  and  considered  them 
to  be  practically  good  until  voided  by 
some  court  of  justice,  it  could  not  regard 
them  with  that  abhorrence  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst  speaks  of. 
With  regard  to  the  passages  from 
Leviticus  which  he  has  quoted,  he  must 
recollect  that  there  is  another  passage 
which  goes  in  the  direct  teeth  of  them 
— the  passage  which  obliges  a  man, 
under  certain  circumstances,  to  marry 
the  wife  of  his  deceased  brother. 
Therefore,  while  such  marriages  may 
have  been  considered  inexpedient  or 
undesirable  from  other  causes,  yet  there 
is  nothing  absolutely  against  them  in  the 
laws  of  God  or  of  nature.  I  am  not 
addi'essing  myself  particularly  to  advo- 
cate the  Catholic  view  of  it — there  are 
gentlemen  in  this  Chamber  who  are 
far  better  qualified  to  do  so — but  I  may 
remark  that  it  seems  to  me  this  law 
would  restore  to  the  bishops  of  that 
church  a  power  of  which  they  have  been 
deprived  by  the  Code — the  power  to 
grant  dispensations,  which  could  be 
followed  by  valid  marriages.  As  the 
law  stands,  their  dispensations  are,  for 
practical  purposes,  null,  because,  while 
they  can  still  s^rant  them,  very  few  per- 
sons would  like  to  subject  themselves  to 
the  disabilities  which  the  civil  law,  not- 
withstanding the  dispensation,  would 
bring  upon  their  childien.  That  view  of 
the  question  was  pressed  very  strongly  by 
Cardinal  Wiseman,  in  addressing  the 
Commissioners  appointed  by  the  House  of 
Commons  in  England  to  inquire  into 
this  subject.  However,  I  do  not  care  to 
go  into  that  part  of  the  question,  be- 
cause I  do  not  presume  to  instruct 
gentlemen  of  another  faith  on  a 
matter  that  concerns  themselves.  Turn- 
ing to  the  question  as  iD  affects  all 
creeds,  and  particularly  the  people 
of  my  own  Province,  I  think  there  are 
<;ircumstances  of  very  great  hardship  and 
inconvenience,  which  the  Senate  should 
consider  before  they  reject  or  postpone 
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this  Bill.  Previous  to  1835  the  law  in 
England  was  this  :  such  marriages  were 
not  void,  unless  declared  so  by  a  Court 
of  Justice  during  the  lives  of  the  married 
persons,  and  the  children  were  legiti- 
mate. That  is  the  law  as  it  was  intro- 
duced into  Ontario,  and  as  it  now  exists 
in  that  Province,  and  as  there  is  no 
ecclesiastical  court  to  void  these  mar- 
riages, they  ai*e  absolutely  good  to  all  in- 
tents and  purposes.  But  persons  marry- 
ing in  that  way,  in  perfectly  good  faith, 
intending  to  live  in  Ontario  all  their 
lives,  m«y  find  it  necessary  to  move  into 
a  Province  where  the  marriage  is  null. 
They  cannot  ])lead  that  it  is  an  absolutely 
good  marriage ;  it  is  only  good  until 
voided,  and  when,  they  go  to  Quebec,  it 
becomes  a  bad  marriage.  I  am  informed 
by  gentlemen  learned  in  the  law  that, 
in  the  Lower  Provinces,  they  have  a 
Court  which  can  perform  all  that  the 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  could  formerly 
do  in  England,  and  these  mar- 
riages could,  therefore,  be  voi<led 
there,  also,  though  it  is  not  likely 
that  it  would  be  done.  Now,  that  is  a 
great  hardship  to  [>ersons  married  in 
that  way,  many  of  whom  are  as  respect- 
able, in  every  sense  of  the  word,  as  our- 
selves, and  it  seems  to  me  to  bo  the  duty 
of  Parliament  to  relieve  them  from  thf» 
position  in  whicl\  they  are  placed.  I  did 
not  propose  to  quote  Cardinal  Wiseman 
at  any  If^ngth,  and  I  should  not  have 
done  so  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  demand 
of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Dickej)  to  know 
what  reason  there  was  for  passing  this 
law — what  practical  inconvenience  was 
suffeied  by  the  people  at  present,  that 
this  measure  was  necessary  to  relieve 
them  from.  What  I  am  going  to  read 
is  not  on  a  question  of  religious  doctrine, 
but  of  fact.  It  is  a  question  treated  of 
by  a  prelate,  who,  I  suppose,  was  as  well 
informed  on  the  matter  he  talked  of 
before  the  Committee  of  Parliament  as 
any  man  could  be.  This  is^  the  reply  of 
Cardinal  Wiseman  to  one  of  the  ques- 
tions put  to  him — of  coui-se,  what  he 
says  applies  immediately  to  England  ; 
but,  no  doubt,  to  a  great  extent,  it  will 
apply  here  also.     He  says  : 

*(  It  has  generally  been  in  the  middle 
classes,  and  among  the  poor.  Tn  the  middle 
classes  it  generally  results  from  the  sister 
having  lived,  perhaps  for  some  years,  in  the 
£unily  with  the  wile,  the  health  of  the  wife 
perhaps  being  delicate .  The  wife  dies,  and 
Hon.  Mr,  Penny. 


leaves  a  young  family  ;  the  husband  has  his 
business  to  attend  to,  and  has  no  one  to  take 
care  of  his  children  ;  and  the  sister-in-law  has 
no  other  shelter — probably  has  lost  her 
parents,  or  has  been  living  for  piany  years  in 
her  sister's  house .  I  had  an  instance  where 
she  had  been  living  seventeen  years  in  the 
fomily,  and  had  been  a  second  mother  to  the 
children .  The  case  is  very  trying  for  both 
parties.  There  is  an  attachment  naturally 
between  them,  from  having  lived  so  long  to- 
gether. To  bring  a  stranger  into  the  house 
would  probably  be  disturbing  the  peace  and 
happiness  of  the  little  society.  The  children 
are  attached  to  their  aunt  ;  and  it  appears 
altogether  the  most  natural  arrangement  for 
their  happiness,  as  well  as  to  prevent  the  sin 
probably  of  cohabitation  without  marriage, 
that  a  dispensation  should  be  granted .  '  That, 
I  should  say,  is  the  history  of  nine  out  of  ten 
of  the  cases  which  I  have  had  to  deal  with . 
In  the  lower  ranks  it  is  generally  a  case  of 
absolute  poverty .  The  sister,  if  sent  away,  is 
turned  into  the  streets  ;  the  man  himself 
could  not  pay  for  a  servant ;  he,  perhaps,  is 
too  poor  to  expect  anyone  else  to  marry  him  ; 
he  is  getting  old ,  and  the  parties  are  thrown 
together  in  such  a  way  that  it  is  advisable 
that  they  should  be  married,  otherwise  it 
would  end  in  cohabitation  without  marriage. 
Those  are  the  ordinary  cases.*' 

Now,  it  is  not  T,  but  a  prelate  whose 
worth  is  known  all  over  the  world,  who 
has  given  evidence  there, that  is  quite- 
conclusive  on  the  problem  presented  by 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Dickey)  as  to 
whether  this  law  is  required.  It  is  a 
rather  curious  circumstance,  referring  to 
the  law  as  it  stands  in  England  now, 
that  the  prohibitio?i  ol'  such  marriages 
arose  out  of  an  att^^mpt  to  relieve  the 
public  from  the  partial  prohibition  theu 
existing.  I  take  the  account  of  this- 
episode  in  the  history  of  the  subject 
fi-om  Lord  Houghton's  admirable 
speech  : — 

"  This  state  of  things  continued  down  Uy 
the  reign  of  William  IV,  when,  in  1 835,  special 
attention  was  called  to  the  subject  by  a  Bill 
brought  in  by  Lord  Lyndhurst,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  validating  such  marriages.  Although 
this  measure  may  have  been  set  in  motion  to 
meet  a  special  case,  it  was  intended  as  a  mea- 
sure of  general  relief,  and  only  in  consequence 
of  the  urgency  of  that  case,  in  which  every 
day  was  deemed  of  importance  by  the  parties 
immediately  concerned,  was  the  opposition 
weak  in  itself,  but  fortified  by  private  consid- 
erations, met  by  the  insertion  of  a  clause 
declaring  all  such  marriages  prior  to  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  valid,  and  all  similar 
marriages  in  the  future  void.  This  clause  was 
rejected  by  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the 
Bill  so  amended,  came  up  again  to  this  House, 
when  the  clause  was  re-inserted ;  and,  as  it 
was  late  in  the  session — evuryone  knows 
what  happens  at  the  end  of  a  session — the 
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Bill  was  allowed  to  pass  with  this  ohnoxions 
clause,  but  with  an  undertaking  between  Lord 
Lyndhurst  and  other  parties  interested  in  the 
matter,  that  this  limitation  should  be  removed 
in  the  ensuing  session.  And  natural  enough 
would  have  been  this  expectation,  even  with- 
out any  private  agreement.  For  what,  my 
Lords,  was  the  moral  position  to  which  the 
House  and  the  country  were  committed  by  the 
passing  of  that  Act  ?  The  Legislature  declared 
that  such  marriages,  after  a  certain  date,  were 
to  be  unlawful,  and  in  the  religious  aspect  sin- 
ful, and  yet  they  were  made  obligatory  on  all 
who  had  contracted  them  up  to  that  date. 
By  one  portion  of  that  Act,  Parliament  placed 
a  certain  number  of  persons  in  a  position  in 
which,  if  they  came  to  consider  ihese  mar- 
riages wrong  and  void,  they  could  be  enforced 
upon  them  by  an  action  for  the  restitution 
of  conjugal  rights:  by  another  clause  in  the  same 
Act,  Parliament  declared  them  void  ab  initio ^ 
ana  by  implication  sinful.  There  neither  was, 
nor  is  there  in  fact,  in  the  statute  book  of  any 
country  in  the  world  an  Act  so  inconsistent  in 
its  provisions,  so  repugnant  to  common  sense, 
and  so  shocking  to  the  first  dictates  of 
morality." 

The  Bill,  tliei efore,  actually  validated  all 
the  maniages  in  question  before  that 
time,  and  declared  all  future  marriages 
of  that  description  void.  As  to  the 
amenihnent  that  has  been  proposed  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Amherst,  it  sterns 
to  me  that  this  is  one  of  those  questions 
that  almost  all  of  us  must  know  as  much 
of  new  as  we  shall  know  next  year.  For 
my  own  pare,  T  believe  that  if  it  is  y)ro- 
per  to  piuss  the  Bill  at  all,  it  should  he 
passed  now.  I  am  acquainted  with 
many  respectrtl>le  families  in  Lower 
Canada,  some  of  whose  names,  if  I  were 
to  mention  them,  would  be  known  to 
all  who  hear  me  as  those  of  persons  high 
in  the  public  service,  whose  children  ai-e, 
in  point  of  -law,  degraded  by  bastardy. 
Although:  that  Ls  not  often  thrown  into 
their  teeth,  and  no  i)erson  respects  them 
any  the  Jess  for  their  legal  position,  yet, 
in  case  of  the  disposition  of  property, 
very  great  evils  might  arise  from  it,  as 
I  believe  really  happened  in  the  case 
which  induced  the  hon.  gentleman  in 
the  other  House  to  introduce  this 
measure.  Tn  that  cas^,  I  am  told,  the 
man  and  wife,  who  had  been  mariied 
after  being  granted  a  dispensation  from 
Rome,  and  who  supposed  their  marriage 
was  valid,  found  that  their  children  could 
not  inherit  from  their  grandfather. 
Such  cases  must  occur  frequently,  and  I 
think  this  House  should  prevent  such 
inconveniences  from  arising. 

Hon,  Mr,  Penny, 


Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  do  not  intend 
to  enter  at  any  length  into  the  discussion 
of  this  important  question,  because  I 
consider  it  has  already  been  so  fully  de- 
bated, not  only  in  Parliament,  but  in 
the  press,  that  it  is  impossible  to  throw 
any  new  light  upon  it.  I  am  sure  that 
every  gentleman  who  hears  me  has  read 
and  thought  sufficiently  on  the  subject 
to  have  made  up  his  mind  as  to  the 
course  which  he  will  adopt  on  the  pT;es- 
ent  occasion.  I  desire,  however,  to  state 
my  reasons  briefly  for  the  vote  which  I 
shall  give  upon  this  Bill.  I  may  say 
that  so  far  as  the  first  portion  of  the 
first  clause  of  this  Bill  is  concerned — the 
part  which  is  intended  to  legalize  the 
marriage  of|a  man  with  his  deceased 
wife's  sister — I  am  not  opposed  to  it, 
and  if  there  was  any  necessity  tor  haste, 
I  should  have  no  hesitation  in  voting  for 
the  legalization  of  such  marriages ;  but 
I  do  not  conceive  that  there  is  any  im- 
perative necessity,  in  the  interest  of  the 
general  public,  to  take  hasty  action  upon 
a  question  deeply  afft^cting  the  fabric  of 
society,  and  one  which  shoul  i  be  dealt 
with  in  this  House  with  the  greatest 
])0ssible  deliberation.  1  believe  also, 
that  there  is  no  instance  on  record  in  any 
Biitish  legislature  where  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind  has  passed 
u[>on  its  first  introduction.  Certainly, 
in  England  it  hixs  been  brought  several 
times  before  Parliament,  and,  although 
it  has  of  late  years  generally  passed  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  it  has  never 
succeeded  in  obtaining  the  approval  and 
consent  of  the  House  of  Lords.  In  the 
several  colonies  of  Australia  in  which  a 
measure  of  this  kind  has  become  law,  it 
has  passed  after  more  than  one  applica- 
tion for  such  legislation,  and,  in  some 
cases,  the  Bill,  when  reserved  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Queen,  has  been 
vetoed  by  Her  Majesty,  and  had  to  be 
passed  a  second  time  by  the  Legislature 
befoi-e  being  sanctioned.  I  have  seen 
nothing  to  convince  me  that  there  is  any  » 
necessity  for  haste  in  this  matter,  and, 
when  I  reflect  that  a  very  large  and  re- 
spectable body  of  people  in  this  country 
have  memorialized  the  Senate  merely  to 
delay  this  measure,  which  has  been 
sprung  upon  Parliament  without  any 
previous  notice  or  any  agitation  for  it  in 
the  press  of  the  country,  until  this  Bill 
was  brought  before  the  House  of  Com- 
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inons,  I,  for  one,  feel  disposed  to  pay  the 
greatest  respect  to  their  representations. 
I  find  also  that,  in  another  very  large 
and  important  religious  body,  divided 
counsels  prevail  with  regard  to  the  do- 
tails  of  such  an  enactment,  and,  therefore, 
I  prefer  to  allow  time  to  elapse  before 
we  take  an  irretrievable  step  on  this 
question,  and  until  we  spe  whether  these 
differences  of  opinion,  which  now  pre- 
vail, can  be  reconciled  ;  I  repeat,  if  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  any  pressing 
necessity  could  be  shewn  me  for  the 
passing  of  this  Bill,  I  should  be  prepared 
to  vote  for  it,  if  the  measure  went  no 
further  than  legalizing  the  marriage  of  a 
man  with  the  sister  of  his  deceased  wife. 
But  this  Bill  goes  a  far  greater  length  ; 
it  proposes  to  legalize  the  marriage  of  a 
man  with  the  widow  of  his  deceased 
brother.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  contend 
that  the  one  case  is  the  corollory  of  the 
other.  To  that  opinion  I  desire  to  enter 
an  emphatic  protest.  The  two  cases  are 
not  similar,  especially  when,  in  the  latter 
case,  there  is  offspring  by  the  first  mar- 
riago.  There  is  a  difference  in  the  two  cases, 
clearly  marked  by  natural  laws,  which 
not  only  affect  the  human  family,  but 
also  animals  of  a  lower  older  of  creation, 
and  which  are  well  understood  by  those 
who  have  made  a  study  of  such  subjects. 
I  say  that,  in  relation  to  these  two  classes, 
where  the  deceased  brother's  widow  has 
borne  children  by  the  first  marriage,  the 
circumstances  are  changed  altogether, 
and  physiological  objections  arise  which, 
to  my  mind,  it  is  impossible  to  overcome. 
It  is  true,  as  stated  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Alma  (Mr.  Penny)  in  his 
ingenious  advocacy  of  the  Bill, 
that,  under  the  old  law,  a  man  was 
commanded  to  marry  his  brother's  wife 
under  certain  circumstances.  That  was 
where  the  brother  died  without  issue, 
but  the  natural  inference  to  be  drawn 
from  that  command  is,  that  where  child- 
ren had  been  begotten  by  the  first  mar- 
riage, it  waa  wrong  that  any  such 
connection  should  exist.  I  am  opposed, 
completely,  to  this  leading  feature  of  the 
Bill,  and  for  this  reason,  and  the  other 
reasons  I  have  already  given,  I  shall 
vote  for  the  amendment.  I  feel  some- 
what awkwardly  situated,  I  admit,  in 
the  position  which  1  occupy.  I  intend 
to  vote  for  the  amendment  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey),  and, 
ffan.  Mr,  Miller, 


still,  I  do  not  think  that  the  arguments 
he  has  used  against  the  first  portion  of 
the  Bill  are  at  all  sufficient  to  prevent, 
on  some  future  occasion,  the  legalizing 
of  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister. 
I  am  unwilling,  however,  to  take  now, 
an  irretrievable  step,  in  the  face  of  the 
opposition  that  has  been  excited  in  the 
country  against  this  measure,  and  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  no  notice  was  given 
that  this  Bill  was  intended  to  be  intro- 
duced in  Parliament  this  session. 
With  the  desire,  therefore,  of  allowing 
the  fullest  investigation,  in  order  that  the 
settled  opinion  of  the  country  may 
ba  had  upon  this  grave  question, 
which  will  have  an  important  beiaring  on 
our  social  system,  and  which  is,  therefore, 
one  upon  which  this  body  is  expected  to 
act  with  deliberation,  I  feel  it  to  be  the 
special  duty  and  function  of  this  branch 
of  Parliament  to  interpose  its  authority, 
in  order  to  prevent  unnecessary  haste  ; 
and  I  shall,  therefore  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment of  my  hon  friend  from  Amherst. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — In  relation  to 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  and  which 
I  earnestly  hope  the  House  will  defer 
taking  any  final  action  upon,  for  this 
session  at  all  events,  I  do  not  propose  to 
argue  the  question  on  theological 
grounds,  although  I  think  it  is  right  to 
preface  what  I  have  to  say  otherwise,  with 
the  simple  declaration  that  I  do  con- 
scientiously believe  that  in  such  a  matter 
as  the  law  of  marriage  human  law  mast 
rest  upon  the  sanction  of  Divine  law. 
If  this  principle  be  not  admitted,  I  know 
not  what  safeguards  can,  for  any  length 
of  time,  be  interposed  to  the  passions  or 
the  caprices  of  individuals  who  may  seek 
to  bring  about  still  further  changes  from 
which  all  of  us,  I  am  sure,  whether  opposed 
to  or  in  favour  of  the  present  Bill,  would 
recoil  with  dismay.  In  regard  to  the 
changes  in  the  marriage  laws,  sought  to 
be  introduced  by  the  present  Bill,  I  am 
entirely  against  them,  and  more  especi- 
ally am  I  opposed  to  the  clause  particu- 
larly referred  to  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Kichmond,  which  legalizes  the  marriage 
of  a  man  with  the  widow  of  a  deceased 
brother.  I  would  not^i  of  course,  call  in 
question  for  one  moment  the  sincerity  of 
those  who  hold  opposite  views,  or  pre- 
sume to  reflect  in  any  way  upon  the 
motives  which  have  led  the  hon.  gentle- 
man,  who  has  charge  of  this  Bill,  to 
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"bring  it  forward  in  this  House.  Indeed, 
I  am  sure  that  the  highest  compliment 
that  he  could  receive  was  .pnid  to 
him  by  the  promoters  of  this  Bill 
in  asking  him  to  take  charge  of  it, 
because  they  know  his  position,  both  in 
public  life  and  the  religious  world,  to  be 
such  that  anything  coming  from  him 
would  be  listened  to  with  the  greatest 
respect  In  moving  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  my  hon.  friend  enforced  his 
argunients  by  reference  to  several 
authdrities,  whom  he,  no  doubt,  thought 
might  have  weight  with  the  House, 
quoting  specially  from  speeches  delivered 
on  this  subject  in  England.  I  shall, 
therefore,  claim  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  to  make  one  or  two  allusions  to 
speeches  in  support  of  my  own  view  of 
the  matter,  and,  in  doing  so,  I  shall  quote 
only  the  opinions  of  laymen,  for  the 
reason  that  I  wish  to  counteract  the 
strange  idea  held  by  some  of  the  pro- 
motere  of  these  proposed  changes,  that 
the  objections  to  them  are  all  of  an 
ecclesiastical  or  theological  character,  in 
which  laymen  have  little  concern  or  in- 
terest. The  first  authority  I  shall  quote 
is  the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury,  a .  nobleman 
whose  name,  I  know,  is  familiar  to  the 
promoter  of  the  Bill,  and  which  is  a 
kousthold  word  in  England  in  Jconnec- 
tion  with  every  good  or  benevolent 
work.     This  is  what  he  says : — 

«  When  the  question  ol  legalizing  marriage 
with  a  deceased  wife's  sister  was  first  pro- 
pounded in  the  House  of  Commons,  I  resisted 
it  to  the  utmost  of  my  ability.  I  did  so 
mainly  on  the  ground,  that  such  a  change 
would  disturb,  and,  indeed,  annihilate,  many 
of  the  existing  conditions  of  social  and  do- 
mestic life.  The  husband  and  sister  of  the 
wife  would  then  stand  in  diflferent  relations 
to  each  other,  and  necessarily — reserve, 
jealousy,  intrigue,  with  all  their  many  and 
serious  consequences,  would  prevail  in  many 
families  where  the .  existing  law  now  gives 
freedom  and  safety." 

Lord  Hatherly,  better  known  as  Vice- 
Chancellor  Sir  William  Page  Wood, 
spoke  in  even  stronger  language  at  a 
public  meeting  the  other  day.  He 
said  : — 

^  That  although,  while  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  he  had  not  shrunk  from  advocating 
changes  of  very  considerable  magnitude,  both 
in  the  Church  and  in  the  State,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  take  part  in  what  he  believed 
would  be  the  beginning  of  a  social  revolution 
-.trenching  upon  and  invading  the  sanctity 
of  home  life.^ 

Hon,  Mr.  AUan. 


At  the  same  public  meeting,  which 
was  held  not  very  long  ago — I  think  in 
March  last — in  St.  Jamas'  Hall,  London, 
another  gentleman,  a  Mr.  Miller,  a 
Queen's  Counsel  and  Railway  Commis- 
sioner, and  Deputy  Grand  Master  of  the 
Orange  Lodges,  argued  that  the  existing 
marriage  law  rested  on  the  clear  prin- 
ciple of  equality  of  relationship  by  blood 
and  relationship  by  marriage,  and  urged 
that  even  granting,  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment, that  such  unions  as  those  with  a 
deceased  wife's  sister  were  allowable  by 
the  Word  of  God,  still,  in  the  interests 
of  society,  and  those  of  our  families,  a 
prudent  legislature  would  refuse  to  le- 
galize such  marriages.  My  hon.  friend 
trom  Alma,  in  seconding  the  motion  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  referred 
several  •  times  to  the  opinions  expressed 
by  Cardinal  Wiseman,  and  quoted  them 
at  some  length  in  support  of  this  mea- 
sure. I  should  like  to  refer, 
on  the  other  hand,  to  a  speech  deliv- 
ered in  the  British  House  of  Commons  in 
1855,  by  a  well-known  Komau  Catholic 
statesman,  the  Eight  Honorable  Eichard 
Lalor  Shiel,  when  a  similar  measure  to 
the  present  Bill  was  before  the  House  of 
Commons.  That  hon.  gentleman  said  : — 
"  If  my  right  hon.  Mend  shall  succeed  in 
this  project,  where  is  he  to  stop  7  Why  may' 
not  a  man  marry  his  wife's  daughter,  as  well 
as  his  wife's  sister,  for  in  neither  case  is  the 
barrier  of  consanguinity  interposed  7  I  hold 
it  to  be  an  indisputable  fact,  that  the  religious 
feelings  of  the  country  are  against  this  mea- 
sure, and  I  would  not  wantonly,  and  gratui- 
tously run  counter  to  that  feeling,  for  the  sake 
of  a  more  than  hazardous  innovation  which 
breaks  down  the  moral  fences  that  protect  our 
homes." 

I  have  purposely  abstained  from  follow- 
ing the  example  of  either  of  my  hon. 
friends,  the  mover  or  the  seconder  of  the 
Bill,  in  quoting  the  -opinions  of  theolo- 
gians or  ecclesiastics  in  support  of  their 
views  on  the  subject  before  the  House  ; 
but  were  I  to  take  this  course,  I  do  not 
think  I  should  have  the  slightest  diffi- 
culty in  producing  as  many  authorities 
on  the  other  side.  Eminent  divines  of 
great  learning  and  piety  belonging  to 
different  denominations,  and  whose 
experience  and  knowledge  of  the  existing 
condition  of  things  among  the  classes 
referred  to  in  the  evidence  of  Cardinal 
Wiseman,  quoted  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Alma,  is  as  wide  and  as  accurate  as 
the  experience  and  knowledge  of  that 
25 
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eminent  prelate.  I  do  not  desire,  how- 
ever, to  take  that  course,  but  shall  con- 
tent myself  with  stating  what  is 
undoubtedly  the  case,  that  a  large 
majority  of  the  earnest  thinking  men 
of  the  Church  of  England,  in  Eng- 
land, hiive  always  been,  and  still 
are,  most  strongly  opposed  to  any 
change  in  the  ra'xrriage  laws,  that 
even  among  the  Nonconformists  there 
are  many  who  do  not  approve  of  any 
change,  that  the  Church  of  Scotland  has, 
as  a  body,  always  most  strongly  protest- 
ed against  the  measure,  and  hon.  gentle- 
men have  heard  in  what  terms  the 
eminent  Roman  Catholic  statesman  whom 
I  have  quoted,  has  spoken  of  "  the 
hazardous  innovation  that  would  break 
down  the  moral  fences  that  protect  our 
homes."  In  this  country,  as  my  hon. 
fiiend  from  Kichmond  has  very  properly 
urged,  public  attention  has  not  been,  to 
any  great  extent  at  least,  directed  to  the 
consideration  of  this  matter,  and 
sufficient  time  has  not  been  given 
for  a  fair  and  satisfactory  expression 
of  public  opinion  in  refei'ence  to  so  im- 
portant a  subject.  As  it  is,  I  think  that 
upwards  of  sixty  petitions  against  the 
Bill  have  been  presented  in  the  Senate, 
but  the  attention  of  the  community  gen- 
erally has  not  been  called  to  the  impor- 
tant changes  which  it  contemplates,  and 
I  very  earnestly  hope  that  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  will,  on  that  ground — and  it 
is  delay  only  that  I  am  now  urging — 
consent  to  postpone  any  further  consid- 
eration of  the  measure  until  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament.  As  it  is,  how- 
ever, there  have  been  put  forth,  from 
time  to  time,  in  this  country,  very 
strong  and  unmistakable  expres- 
sions of  opinion  against  any  change 
in  the  marriage  law.  I  may  refer 
to  what  took  place  at  the  meeting 
of  the  Church  of  England  Provincial 
Synod  in  Montreal,  in  1877,  composed  of 
clerical  and  lay  delegates  from  almost 
every  Diocese  in  the  Dominion.  A  very 
strong  resolution  against  the  solemniza- 
of  such  marriages  as  would  bo  allowed 
by  the  Bill,  was  adopted  at  that  meeting, 
and,  notwithstanding  what  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Feriier)  has  said  about  the 
intolerance  of  the  Church  of  England  !  ! 
I  think  that  the  opinion  of  such  a  body 
is  entitled  to  some  respect.  I  have,  my- 
self, also,  4 luring  the  present  se^siion, 
Hon,  Mr,  Allan. 


presented  several  petitions  from  my  own 
Diocese,  including  one  of  them  from  the 
Bishop  of  the  Diocese,  and  others  fix)m 
very  considerable  numbers  of  the  clergy 
and  laity.  I  am  aware,  also,  ajs  a 
matter  of  fact,  that  the  Presbyterians,  aa 
a  body,  in  Ontario  at  all  events,  are 
generally  opposed  to  this  Bill,  and  I 
know  that  at  the  last  meeting  of  the 
Presbytery  of  Toronto  it  was  determined 
to  petition  against  it,  and  a  committee 
was  appointed  to  draft  these  petitions  to 
be  laid  before  the  Synod  at  its  meeting 
next  week.  Of  course,  they  did  not 
anticipate  that  this  measui'e  would  be  so 
far  advanced  as  it  is  now,  or  they  would 
have  been  prepared  in  time.  I  am  quite 
certain  that  if  the  attention  of  the  com- 
munity generally  had  been  drawn  to  the 
subject  before  the  meeting  of  Parliament, 
the  House  would  have  been  in- 
undated with  petitions  against  this 
measure.  I  am  perfectly  free  to 
admit  that  there  are  many  excellent 
men  in  this  country  (as  well  as  in  Eng- 
land) who  are  in  favor  of  the  pro^josed 
change,  but  I  am  sure  the  House  will 
agi*ee  with  me  that,  in  a  matter  so  deeply 
affecting  the  religious  scruples  and  do- 
mestic happiness  of  the  whole  com- 
munity, we  should  be  thoroughly  well 
assured  that  any  change  sought  to  be 
made  really  commends  itself  to  the 
judgment  and  consciences  of  at  least  a 
large  majority  of  the  community.  In  a. 
matter  which  involves  all  that  is  dearest 
and  most  precious  to  us  in  our  home  life 
and  affection,  the  views  and  opinions,, 
and  even  the  prejudices  of  all  affected, 
are  entitled  to  consideration  and 
respect.  What  has  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Bichmond 
as  to  the  course  pursued  in  England* 
under  similar  circumstances,  in  avoiding 
hasty  legislation,  and  also  in  reference  to 
the  course  pursued  in  this  House,  in. 
reference  to  a  measure  of  another  chai*- 
acter,  a  year  ago,  ought  to  have  some 
weight  with  the  Senate.  This  matter 
has  been  well  discussed  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  will  now  be  thoroughly 
discussed  here,  and  I  think  it  is  not  an 
unreasonable  thing  to  ask  that  the  Bill 
be  allowed  to  lie  over  until  the  next 
session  of  Parlianient.  It  should  also 
be  borne  in  mind,  as  has  already  been 
remarked,  that  individuals,  whose  par- 
ticulai*    cases    are    met    and    legislated. 
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a  measure  of  relief,  and  Parliament,  in  a 
charitable  spirit,  granted  the  transgres- 
sors relief,  but  declared  that  such  mar- 
riages in  the  future  would  be  void,  and 
so  stands  the  law  to  this  day.  If  it  had 
not  the  moral  and  beneficial  iufluence 
which  we  believe  it  has,  why  has  not 
the  Parliament  of  England  since  that 
day  abolished  this  law  1  Why  has  it 
not  been  repealed  1  We  know,  in  fact, 
that  it  has  been  frequently  brought  be- 
fore the  English  House  of  Commons,  and 
as  frequently  been  defeated.  We  have 
evidence  of  the  House  of  Commons  sid* 
ing  with  the  House  of  Lords  in  1861,  in 
1862,  in  1866  and  in  1869,  and  in  every 
iustance  i^ejected  the  Bill.  Again,  in 
1875,  Sir  T.  Chambers'  Bill  was  defeated 
on  second  reading  in  the  House  of  Com* 
mons  by  a  vote  of  174  to  142.  Now, 
we  must  consider  that  that  was  the  puliK 
lie  sentiment  of  England  in  1875,  and 
we  have  seen  no  change  of  sentiment 
since  that*  time.  We  know  that  even 
last  year  a  bill  not  as  repugnant  as  this 
one  to  the  dignity  of  woman — not  going 
as  far  as  this  one  in  the  destruction  of 
the  happy  union  of  fiBimilies,  but  a  mea- 
sure only  to  legalize  matriage  with  the 
sister  of  a  deceased  wife — was  defeated 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  notwithstanding 
the  extraordinary  and  powerful  influence 
of  its  mover  and  its  promoters,  and, 
therefore,  I  say  again  that,  if  we  look  to 
England  as  our  examplar,  which  J  am 
happy  and  pleased  to  do,  we  must  ad- 
mit, without  any  hesitation  or  doubt,  that 
it  is  there  considered  as  striking  at  the 
root  of  the  social  and  domestic  life  and 
happiness  of  the  country.  If,  therefore, 
we  wish  to  look  for  precedents  in  this 
matter  for  this  Bill,  we  cannot  go  to 
Mother  England,  for  we  find  there,  from 
its  beginning,  for  centuries  upon  centu- 
ries, the  law  of  the  land  following  the 
Divine  law  has  been  opposed  to  these 
marriages.  In  no  case,  and  at  no  time, 
in  England  has  a  bill  attempted  to  go  as 
far  as  this  one  goes — ^to  legalize  marriage 
with  the  widow  of  a  deceased  brother — 
and  it  seems  to  be  revolting  to  natural 
feelings  that  a  brother's  wife,  incorpo- 
rated into  and  assuming  and  legally 
taking  the  name  of  the  husband  and  his 
family,  should  be  subject  to  such  an  in- 
consistent, depraved  and  demoralizing 
alliance.  It  seems  to  me  that  such  an 
alliance,  viewed  from   every  standpoint, 


for  in  this  Bill,  are  much  more 
likely  to  be  very  zealous  in  petitioning 
Parliament,  and  agitating  in  favor  of 
the  measure,  than  those  who  are  simply 
opposed  to  it  on  general  principles — and 
this  will  sufficiently  account  for  any  lack 
of  agitation  against  the  Bill  ;  but  I  am 
perfectly  correct  in  saying  that  had  the 
community  generally  been  fully  aware  of 
what  was  in  contemplation  to  be  done 
in  the  way  of  legislation,  during  the  pre- 
sent session,  we  should  have  had  a  very 
strong  expression  of  adverse  opinion 
from  all  parts  of  the  country.  There  is 
nothing  unfair,  or  unreasonable,  there- 
fore, in  asking  that  time  and  oppor- 
tunity be  given  for  the  expression  of 
that  opinion,  if  it  really  exist^,  and 
while  I  am  not  likely  to  chanfi;e  my  own 
views  on  the  subject,  still,  if  it 
should  appear,  at  the  next  session  of 
Parliament,  that  a  majority  of  the 
community  are  in  favor  of  this  Bill,  of 
course  all^that  I,  and  those  who  agree 
with  me,  can  then  do,  would  be  to  re- 
lieve our  own  consciences  by  voting 
against  it.  I  earnestly  hope,  therefore, 
that  the  House  will  accede  to  the  request 
of  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  Bill,  and 
who  think  that  they  speak  the  senti- 
ments of  a  very  large  number  of  their 
fellow-citizens  throughout  the  Dominion, 
and  will  postpone  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  Bill  until  the  next  session  of 
Parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— Thfs  is  a 
very  short  Bill,  but  one  striking  at  the 
root  of  social  and  domestic  life,  and  it  is 
most  important  in  its  character  and  con- 
sequences. No  such  bill  has  ever  been 
submitted  to  the  British  Parliament,  and 
we  have  never  had  such  a  bill  as  this 
submitted  to  any  Parliament  in  Canada. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  ft 
here  to-day  has  contended  that  this 
measure  is  desired  in  England,  and  that 
there  is  no  scriptural  argument  against  it. 
It  seems  to  me,  however,  that  this  is  not 
the  case.  I  look  very  strongly  to  the 
"happy  homes  of  England,"  which,  I 
think,  should  be  our  examples  in  many 
matters — ^religious  as  well  as  moi-al — 
and  we  must  feel  that  England, 
from  its  clear  and  oft-repeated  actions  in 
Parliament,  has  no  desire  for  this  bill. 
It  is  true,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Aima  (Mr.  Penny)  has  said,  that  Lord 
Lyndhurst's  Bill  was  intended  simply  as 
Jffan.  Mr,  Allan. 
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is  shocking,  and  only  could  be  sanctioned 
or  approved  by  a  misguided  or  corrupt 
taste.  I  feel  that  there  should  be  a 
strong  opposition  to  this  Bill  as  being 
repugnant  to  all  feeling  or  sense  of  right, 
depriving  sisters-in-law  of  the  chaste 
guardianship  of  fraternal  love.  I  do  not 
wish  to  go  far  into  the  religious  aspect 
of  this  question,  but  I  believe  that  such 
marriages  have  not  the  Divine  sanction. 
The  18  th  chapter  of  Leviticus  clearly 
prohibits  such  alliances,  and  although, 
as  my  hon.  friend  from  Amherbt 
has  stated,  there  are  some  mar- 
riages that  are  not  by  express 
words  prohibited,  they  are  merely 
the  coroUory  of  those  that  are  prohibited. 
For  instance,  a  father  was  not  expressly 
prohibited  from  marrying  his  own 
daughter — ^but  a  mother  was  prohibited 
from  marrying  her  own  son.  Nor  was  a 
loan  in  terms  forbidden  to  marry  his 
niece — but  a  woman  was  expressly  for- 
bidden to  marry  her  nephew.  I  contend 
that  what  was  forbidden  in  the  one  sex 
was  forbidden  in  the  other,  and,  reason- 
ing from  these  premises,  I  maintain  that, 
when,  as  by  the  ICth  verse  of  that 
chapter,  a  man  was  expressly  forbidden 
to  marry  his  brother's  widow,  a  woman, 
by  reasonable  implication,  was  strictly 
forbidden  to  marry  her  deceased  sister's 
husband — her  brother-in-law.  If  we 
sanction  such  marriages,  we  will  be  lead 
to  deny,  in  every  detail,  the  sacred  law, 
and,  by  degrees,  familiarize  ourselves  with 
all  the  abominations  which  the  law 
forbade.  In  the  early  history  of  our 
race,  such  marriages  were,  of  course, 
necessary,  but  the  fitting  time  came— 
when  the  Divine  law  interposed — when 
it  would  not  impose  a  harsh  restraint  on 
the  proper  liberty  of  choice,  but  would 
guard  and  extend  the  purity  and  sanctity 
of  loved  and  hallowed  relations — pro- 
tected from  the  misery,  confusion  and 
jealousy — ^with  which,  unhappily,  this 
Bill  now  threatens  them.  My 
hon.  friend  from  Alma  stated  this 
afternoon,  marriages  with  the  sister  of  a 
deceased  wife,  were  not  prohibited 
by  divine  law  ;  and  he  took  upon  him- 
self to  quote  some  remarks  on  that  point 
from  the  celebrated  Cardinal  Wiseman, 
to  the  efifect  that  the  ecclesiastical  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Church  of  Rome 
prohibited  such  marriages,  and  that  the 
present  law  is  an  unnecessary  interfer- 
Uon.  Mr,  KatUbach, 


ence  with  its  discipline.  But  the 
Church  of  Rome  certainly  bases  her 
religion  upon  the  divine  law,  and  that 
Church  declares  these  marriages  to  bo 
highly  improper,  and  forbids  them, 
reserving  dispensations  in  extreme  cases. 
But  that  celebrated  prelate,  Cardinal 
Wiseman,  before  the  same  commission  to 
which  my  hon.  friend  from  Alma  referred, 
stated  that  these  marriages,  of  course, 
were  unlawful,  and  that  such  marriages, 
as  are  now  contemplated  by  this  Bill 
before  us,  would  be  null.  My  hon. 
friend  says  that  marriages  of  this  kind 
are  not  always  void,  and  that  there  is  a 
state  of  confusion  in  the  present  law. 
There  can  be  no  confusion  in  the  law. 
Our  law  is  plain  and  unmistakable. 
Every  person  must  know  when  he  mar- 
ries contrary  to  the  spint  and  intent  of 
that  law,  that  he  is  violating  it  and 
indulging  in  (to  use  a  mild  term)  a 
misguided  taste,  and  this  Bill  is  insti- 
gated and  brought  in  simply  at  the 
instance,  and  for  the  express  purpose  of 
protecting  a  comparatively  few  people 
from  the  consequences  of  the  law 
which  they  have  deliberately  violated. 
I  have  no  sympathy  with  such 
people,  whether  they  move  in 
high  society  or  in  low  life, 
who  openly  and  knowingly  disre- 
gard the  moral  and  religious  law  of 
the  land.  To  legalize  marriage  with  a 
deceased  wife's  sister  would  at  once  de- 
stroy* that  fraternal  affection  which  ex- 
ists for  the  sister-in-law,  and  deny  her 
the  guardianship  which  she  should 
naturally  have  in  her  sister's  house  and 
family.  Unless,  under  any  circum- 
stances, the  wife's  sister  can  only  be 
treated  as  a  sister,  the  close  relationship 
and  fraternal  love  that  are  the  charm  of 
social  life  are  destroyed  ;  and  once  you 
destroy  the  present  relation  of  the  sister- 
in-law,  which  you  will  do  if  this  Bill 
passes,  you  will  deprive  many  persons, 
who  add  a  charm  to  marriage,  who  now 
live  together  in  a  fiducial  state,  as 
brothers  and  sisters,  of  that  free  social 
and  domestic  and  family  love  and  inter- 
course that  prevails  imder  the  present 
law.  We  have  seen  the  benefit  of  this 
law  in  England  for  centuries,  and  I  see 
no  reason  why,  because  some  misguided 
or  corrupt  individuals  have  thought  pro- 
per to  violate  what  for  ages  has  been  con- 
sidered to  be  a  moral  and  necessary  law. 
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holding  society  and  marriage  relation- 
ship, with  the  innumerable  benefits  in 
the  varied  vicirtistudes  of  life — I  see  no 
reason  why  that  law  should  be  re|)ealed, 
in  order  to  legalize  what  lis,  in  every 
sense  of  the  word,  wrong,  through  any 
feeling  of  sympathy. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— Hon.  gentlemen, 
in  explanation  of  the  Yote  I  am  going  to 
give  on  this  subject,  matrimony,  I  wish 
to  make  a  few  remarks,  and,  in  doing 
so,  I  trust  I  will  be  governed  by  proper 
humility,  if  not  timidity,  because  I  am 
aware  the  great  majority  before  whom  I 
speak  cannot,  nor  will  not,  be  induced 
to  look  on  matrimony,  and  its  church 
regulations,  in  the  same  sacred  and 
religious  light  which  I  do.  To  me, 
matrimony  clearly  presents  itself  as  a 
purely  Christian  institution — over  and 
above  the  Levitical  law,  an  institution 
worthy  of  all  honor  and  respect,  and 
binding,  by  that  law,  the  Christian,  "  till 
death  do  iis  part."  To  sustain  this 
view,  I  find  that,  as  far  back  as  the 
second  century  of  the  Christian  era,  Ter- 
tullion,  who  is  known  in  history  as  one 
of  the  fathers  of  the  early  Christian 
Church,  wrote  these  words  : — 

"  How  can  we,"  he  says,  <*  express  the  hap- 
piness of  the  marriage  union  contracted  under 
the  auspices  of  the  Church,  consecrated  by 
the  oblation  of  the  holy  sacrifice,  and  sealed 
by  the  benediction  which  the  angels  have 
witnessed,  and  which  the  Eternal  Father  has 
ratified." 

Again,  in  the  fourth  century,  St. 
Augustine,  another  father  of  the  Church, 
writing  on  the  same  subject,  made  use  of 
these  clear  and  unequivocal  expres- 
sions : — *^  Among  all  nations  the 
advantage  of  the  nuptial  bond  was  to  pro- 
pagate the  human  race,  and  to  unite  the 
married  pair  by  the  fidelity  they  owe  to 
each  other.  But  with  the  people  of  God," 
he  says,  "  a  more  precious  good,  and  a 
stricter  bond  of  union  result  from  the 
sanctity  of  the  sacrament."  Here  hon. 
gentlemen  will  see,  without  any  doubt, 
that,  in  the  early  church,  matrimony  was 
clearly  considered  a  sacrament.  But  St. 
Paul,  too,  calls  it  "  a  great  sacrament,'* 
or  "  mystery,"  if  you  will — as  some 
translators  have  it — ^for  what  are  any  of 
our  sacraments  but  mysteries — things 
which  cannot  be  comprehended,  except 
by  the  eye  of  faith  ]  "  This  is  a  great 
sacrament,"  he  says,  "  but  I  speak  in 
Hon.  Mr.  Kaulbach. 


Christ,  and  in  the  Church  " — Paul  to  the 
Ephes.  6  chap.  32  verse.  And,  as  the 
Chiirch  condemns  not  only  this  marriage, 
with  a  deceased  wife's  sister,  or  a  de- 
ceased husband's  brother,  but  even  with 
the  third  consin,  or  any  nearer  blood 
relation  of  one's  former  husband  or  wife ; 
and,  as  I  do  not  feel  disposed  to  reject 
the  teaching  of  Scripture  and  the  Church, 
as  I  see  it,  till  some  better  guide  be 
given,  I  must  personally  be  governed  by 
the  history  of  the  past,  and  by  the 
deductions  from  that  plain  passage  in 
Matthew,  the  28th  chapter,  18th,  19th 
and  20th  verses,  which  say  : — 

"  HI  power  if  given  to  me  in  Hearea  and  in 
earth.  Go  ye,  therefore,  and  teach  all  nations, 
baptising  them  in  the  name  of  the  Father,  and 
of  the  Son,  and  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  teaching 
them  to  observe  all  things  whatsoever  I  have 
commanded  you.  And  behold  1  am  with  you 
all  days,  even  to  the  consummation  of  the 
world." 

See  for  further  delaration  of  this  commis- 
sion, John  20th  chap.,  2isb,  22nd,  and 
23rd  verses,  and  John  1 4th  chap,  and  1 6  th 
verse.  But,  notwithstanding  all  this — 
and  i^  is  a  good  deal — I  will  vote  for  the 
Bill,  because  you  will  see  by  the  fore- 
going views  that  I  look  on  matrimony 
and  its  church  regulations  as  a  purely 
Christian  institution,  which  should  be 
wholly  free  from  all  civil  restrictions  to 
those  who  can  see  it  in  no  other  light. 
Besides,  I  know  some  highly  honorable 
and  good  people  who  ar«  afiected  by  this 
inconsistent  civil  law — people  who 
have  no  church  restrictions  of  their 
own  in  their  way,  and  I  am 
glad  to  have  it  in  my  jwwer  to 
assist'in  relieving  them  fi*om  it.  But,  in 
voting  for  the  Bill,  I  also  see  that  the 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England 
have  strong  conscientious  scruples  on  the 
subject,  and  I  would,  therefore,  propose  as 
a  concession  to  these  gentleman  to  have 
the  following  words  inserted  in  the  Bill 
before  we  pass  it :  "  But  the  passing  of 
this  Act  shall  not  be  construed  to  com- 
pel any  clergyman  who  may  have  con- 
scientious scruples  in  the  matter  to  per- 
form the  ceremony  against  his  will." 
And  this,  I  believe,  is  but  fair  to  those 
gentlemen  who  clearly  have  strong  con- 
scientious scruples,  and  who,  when  de- 
prived of  the  present  civil  restrictions, 
cannot  fall  back,  as  other  clergymen  can, 
on  ecclesiastical  law  to  prevent  what  they 
conceive  to  be  a  great  error,  if  not  a  sin. 
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With  these  views,  hon.  gentlemen,  I  will 
vote  for  the  BilL 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  —  The 
House  has  been  so  flooded  with  news- 
papers and  memorials  giving  arguments 
for  and  against  this  question,  that  I  am 
sure  it  will  not  be  disposed  to  listen  to 
any  lengthened  remarks  on  the  subject. 
I  merely  rise  to  explain,  as  briefly  as 
possible,  why  I  consider  it  to  be  my  duty 
to  vote  for  this  Bill.  I  ask  myself  the 
question  :  if  this  measure  becomes  law, 
how  will  it  afifect  society  and  the  dif- 
ferent classes  of  society  1  If  I  look  at  my 
own  neighborhood,  or  Toronto,  Hamilton 
or  other  western  cities  or  counties,  I 
can  •  find  numberless  cases  where  men 
desiring  to  evade  the  law  as  it  now 
stands,  have  passed  over  to  the  United 
States,  and,  under  the  laws  of  that 
country,  have  married  the  sisters  of  their 
deceased  wives.  I  have  then  asked  my- 
self :  what  have  I  found  to  be  the  posi- 
tion of  those  gentlemen  who  have  done 
so,  and,  in  all  cases  of  which  I  have  had 
cognizance,  they  have  been  leading  mem- 
bers of  leading  churches,  occuI)ying 
a  respectable  and  respected  position  in 
every  way,  and  they  have  not  been 
the  less  renpected  because  they  have  done 
so.  I  have,  therefore,  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  this  Bill  will  not  afiect  the 
better  class  of  society,  because  the  head 
of  any  family  who  has  the  misfortune  to 
lose  the  mother  of  his  children,  and 
desires  to  marry  her  sister,  can  go  over 
to  the  Unitetl  States  and  legally  accom- 
plish there  what  he  cannot  do  in  Canada, 
and  I  do  not  see  that  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  will  have  any  immoral  eflect  on  the 
poorer  classes.  For,  when  a  poor  man  has 
the  misfortune  to  lose  his  wife,  what  can 
be  more  natural  than  that  the  sister 
of  the  deceased  wife  should  be  more  in- 
terested in  the  welfare  of  the  children 
than  any  other  person  1  I  cannot  see 
that  this  Bill  will  have  any  immoral 
eflect  on  society,  and  I  conceive  it  to  be 
ray  duty  to  vote  in  favor  of  the  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


BILL    INTRODUCED. 

The  following  Bill,  from  the  Commons, 
was  introduced  and  read  the  first  time  : — 
Hon.  Mr.  Dever, 


Bill  (79)  "  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Souris  and  Kocky  Mountains  Railway 
Company."— (Mr.  VidaL) 

The  House  adjourned  at  5.50  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Wedneadat/,  April  28Ui,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

EMERSON  FREE  BRIDGE  BILL. 
THIRD    BEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Standing  Orders  and  Private 
Bills,  reported  Bill  (36)  "  To  authorize 
the  Corporation  of  the  Town  of  Emerson 
to  construct  a  Free  Passenger  and  Traffic 
Pridge  over  the  Red  River,  in  the  Pro- 
vince of  Manitoba,"  with  an  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  in  the  absence  of 
Hon.  Mr.  Girard,  moved  concurrence  in 
the  amendment,  which,  he  explained, 
was  merely  to  supply  an  omission  in  the 
clause  providing  for  tho  appointment  of 
arbitrators. 

The  amendment  was  concurred  in,  and 
the   Bill  was  read  the  third  time   and 


GREAT  NORTH-WESTERN  TELEGRAPH 
COMPANY'S  BILL. 

THIRD     READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and 
Harbors,  reported  Bill  (45)  **  To  incor- 
porate the  Great  North-Western  Tele- 
graph Company  of  Canada,"  with  certain 
amendments,  which,  he  explained,  were 
intended  to  make  this  Bill  congruous 
with  similar  legislation  which  had  passed 
this  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  moved  concurrence 
in  the  amendments. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

A  COLONIAL    RESERVE    ARMY. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  inquired  : 
"Whether  the  Government  can  give  this 
House  any  information    respecting  an  offer 
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f^hich  has  been  made  by  the  Imperial  Qovera- 
ment,  to  raise  in  this  Dominion,  and  paj  at 
the  expense  of  England,  <  a  Colonial  Reserve 
Army  of  four  thousand  men,  officered  entirely 
by  Canadians.  Terms  of  enlistment  to  be  for 
six  years  active  service.  First  three  years  of 
duty  to  be  performed  in  England,  last  three 
years  in  Canada.  To  be  then  disbanded,  bat 
to  be  liable  for  service,  in  case  of  war,  for  a 
period  of  fifteen  years,  and  form  part  of  the 
general  reserve,  receiving  six  pounds  (£6) 
sterling  annually,  as  a  consideration  for  this 
obligation.' " 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No 
such  ofier  has  been  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  Canada  by  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment as  that  mentioned  in  this  question. 
There  is,  however,  I  will  add,  a  confiden- 
tial correspondence  going  on  between  the 
Government  of  this  country  and  the  Im- 
perial authorities  as  to  the  formation  of 
a  reserve;  but  not  at  all  upon  this 
basis. 


SUPREME  AND  EXCHEQUER  COURT 
BILL. 

IN   COMMITTEE   OP   THE  WHOLE. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  Bill  (37)  "  Further  to 
amend  the  Supreme  and  Exchequer 
Court  Act." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL,  before 
drawing  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  the  clauses  seriatim^  desired  to  state 
that  he  thought  it  would  be  convenient 
to  the  House  to  have  the  Bill  reprinted 
with  the  amendments  of  which  ne  had 
given  notice,  if  they  should  be  adopted, 
before  its  third  reading.  The  first 
amendment  was  to  the  first  clause,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "or  a  judge  thereof." 
It  was  thought,  on  consultation  on  the 
subject,  that  it  was  not  desirable  that 
any  judge  should  be  given  this  power. 
He  proposed,  also,  to  strike  out  the  lat- 
ter part  of  the  clause,  which,  as  it  orig- 
inally stood,  gave  the  genei-al  power  of 
amendment  in  the  discretion  of  the  Court, 
which  he  (Sir  Alex.  Campbell)  objected 
to,  and  which,  on  further  consideration 
with  the  gentlemen  to  whom  he  had  re- 
ferred, it  was  thought  desirable,  if  pos- 
sible, to  limit  by  more  precise  language. 
He  had  therefore  struck  out  the  re- 
mainder of  the  clause  and  introduced 
this  amendment.  The  clau8e,'a8  amend- 
ed, would  read  as  follows  : — 

"  1.  At  anj  time  during  the  pending  of  anj 
appeal  before  the  Supreme  Court,   the  Court 

Hon,  Mr,  Alexander, 


may,  upon  the  application  of  any  of  the  par- 
ties, •r  without  any  such  application,  make 
all  such  amendments  as  may  be  necessary  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  the  existing  ap- 
peal, or  the  real  question  or  controversy  be- 
tween the  parties,  as  disclosed  by  the  plead- 
ings, evidence  or  proceedings." 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  he  did 
not  intend  to  oppose  the  adoption  of  the 
clause,  as  the  spirit  of  legislation  at  the 
present  day  was  to  give  the  courts  the 
most  unlimited  power  of  amendment.  It 
was  desirable  that  this  power  should 
exist  in  all  instances,  where  justice 
reqidred  it,  on  the  trial  of  causes  in 
courts  of  original  jurisdiction,  but  it 
might  not  be  desirable  to  give  power  to 
the  same  extent  to  the  courts  of  appeal, 
because  very  often  an  appeal  might  be 
grounded  upon  irregularities,  the  removal 
of  which,  in  the  appeal  court,  would  com- 
[ilfctely  destroy  the  grounds  on  which  the 
appeal  was  prosecuted.  Where  a  suit  is 
brought  up  to  an  Ap{>eal  Court,  on  such 
grounds,  if  that  court  possessed  power  to 
alter  the  whole  case  by  correcting  tie  errors 
which  should  have  been  corrected  in  the 
court  below,  the  party  wlio  appealed  with 
a  good  legal  case,  would  find  that  he  had 
no  case  at  all.  However,  he  thought 
some  such  power  was  necessary  in  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  he  admitted  that  a 
very  great  deal  of  care  had  been  exercised 
in  limiting  that  power  within  such 
bounds  as  might  prevent  injustice  from 
being  done.  He  did  not  intend  to  op- 
pose the  clause,  because  it  certainly  was 
an  improvement  on  the  language  of  the 
Bill  as  it  stood  before  the  altemtion  was 
made. 

The  clause,  as  amended,  was   adopted. 

On  the  third  section, 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  he  proposed  to  insert  a  new  clause. 
Section  22  of  the  Supreme  Court  Act 
provided  that  there  should  be  no  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  a  court  exercising 
its  discretion  upon  such  an  application 
as  this  referred  to  in  the  following 
amendment : — 

"  In  all  cases  of  appeal  the  Court  may,  in 
its  discretion,  order  a  new  trial,  if  the  ends  of 
justice  may  seem  to  require  it,  although  such 
new  trial  may  be  deemed  necessary  upon  the 
£^ound  that  the  verdict  is  against  the  weight 
ot  evidence . " 

The  law  had  been  found  to  work  in- 
juriously, and  it  was  agreed  by  those 
who  had  been  practising  a  good  deal  be- 
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fore  the  court  that  it  was  desirable  that 
the  court  should  hav«  the  option  to 
order  a  new  trial  where  the  ends  of  jus- 
tice required  it.  That  power  would  be 
exercised,  not  in  appeal  from  the  deci- 
sions of  the  court  below,  but  mighc  be 
exercised  spontaneously  on  the  conviction 
of  the  judges  in  each  cas«  as  it  came 
before  them,  if  the  facts  as  pre- 
sented to  them  would  seem,  in  order 
to  attain  the  ends  of  justice,  to 
render  a  new  trial  necessary.  It  was 
thoujjht  in  the  quarters  to  which  he  had 
i-eferred,  that  this  was  a  provision  which 
ought  to  have  found  its  way  into  the 
original  act,  and  experience  had  shewn  it 
was  desirable  to  have  such  a  provision  in 
order  to  meet  the  ends  of  justice. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— It  b  a  very 
extensive  power. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  he  had  no 
doubt  the  court  here  would  desire  it,  but 
it  was  a  very  extensive  power.  How- 
ever, it  was  possessed  by  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  and, 
though  be  did  not  like  it,  be  would  not 
oppose  it. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  following  clause. 

Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said  that 
the  amendment,  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  was  one  that  he  had  considerable 
doubt  about.  He  would  state  the  reasons 
which  induced  him  to  consider  it  advis- 
able. By  section  8  of  the  Supreme 
Court  Act,  the  right  of  appeal  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec  was  limited  to  cases 
where  the  amount  in  dispute  exceeded 
$2,000.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario  it 
was  not  limited  at  all ;  as  was  also  the 
case  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  He  left 
out,  for  the  moment,  the  general  class  of 
cases,  which  were  always  subject  to  ap- 
peal, no  matter  what  the  amount  might 
be,  because  the  law,  in  those  cases, 
affected  all  the  Provinces  ^l  the 
same  way.  But  where  it  was  a  mere 
question  of  amount,  the  appeal  was 
limited  in  the  manner  he  had  described. 
In  Ontario  the  right  to  appeal  to  Eng- 
land was  limited  to  cases  involving  not 
less  than  £500  sterling,  and  in  the  Maii- 
time  Provinces  £300  Sterling.  It  was  a 
question  with  him  whether  it  would  not 
be  well  to  take  $2,000  as  the  limit  for 
all  the  Provinces,  or  whether  it  should 
not  be  fixed  at  $1,500  to  meet  the  case 
Hon,  Sir  Alex,  tampbell. 


of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  to  make 
that  limit  general.  It  seemed  to  him 
better  to  keep  down  litigation,  and  take 
the  higher  figure.  He  understood  that 
cases  had  been  appealed  to  the  Siiprcm* 
Court  involving  only  from  $100  to  $150. 
It  seemed  to  him  desirable  to  prevent 
such  appeals. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  hoped  that  no 
change  would  be  made  which  would 
affect  Nova  Scotia.  In  that  Province 
they  were  satisfied  with  the  law  as  it 
stood,  and  he  did  not  believe  there  was 
any  request  for  the  amendment,  so  far  as 
Nova  Scotia  was  concerned.  He  had 
the  greatest  respect  for  the  Judges  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  but  they  were  like 
all  other  people — they  desired  to  have  as 
little  work  as  possible.  It  could  not  be 
said  that  their  time  was  so  fully  engrossed 
as  to  prevent  them  from  attending  to 
all  the  cases  brought  before  them.  The 
country  paid  a  very  large  amount  of 
money  to  support  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  he  thought  it  should  get  the  largest 
possible  return  for  that  money.  The 
judges  were  the  last  persons  to  look  to 
for  advice  on  this  question.  The  amend- 
ment meant  lessening  their  work  one- 
half,  but  they  had  now  nothing  to  com- 
plain of  in  regard  to  over-work.  Thei-e 
was  no  court  in  the  Dominion  that  had 
less  to  complain  of  on  that  head,  and, 
therefore,  they  should  not  approve  of  the- 
amendment. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  the  suggestion  upon  that  point  did 
not  come  from  the  Judges  of  the  Su- 
preme Court,  but  from  the  Minister  of 
Justice. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  he  had 
also  a  great  I'espect  for  the  Minister  or 
Justice,  but  he  did  not  think  this  amend- 
ment would  be  at  all  acceptable  to  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia  or  to  the  public 
generally.  He  had  always  been  in  favor 
of  a  Supreme  Court  for  Canada,  and  one 
of  his  chief  reasons  tor  supporting  the 
creation  of  that  tribunal  was  the  neces- 
sity he  believed  to  exist  for  such  a  court 
to  supervise  the  decisions  of  the  Pro- 
vincial Judges.  He  desired  to  have  that 
supervision  as  broad  as  possible,  and 
would  not  consent  to  curtail  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  deprecated  such 
an  amendment.  In  most  cases  of  appeaL 
there  was   some   substantial  right  to  bo- 
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considered,  and  appeals  were  often  taken, 
irrespective  of  the  amount  involved. 
With  regard  to  this  amendment,  it  was 
quite  sufKcieut  to  look  at  the  proceedings 
which  had  already  been  taken  in  the 
nature  of  appeals  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  So  far  as  he  knew,  they  had 
been  taken  in  almost  every  case  under 
conditions  where  the  amount  did 
not  approach  anything  like  the  minimum 
of  $2,000,  and  yet,  strange  to  say,  there 
had  been  a  great  many  cases  in  which 
the  judgments  of  the  courts  below  had 
been  reversed.  The  very  statement  of 
this  fact,  he  thought,  was  quite  sufficient 
to  settle  the  question,  so  far  as  the  Mari- 
time Provinces  were  concerned,  because 
they  wished  to  have  the  protection  ot 
the  Supreme  Court.  He  (Mr.  Dickey) 
ought  to  be  the  first  to  confess,  because 
he  had  objected  to  the  establishment  of 
the  Court  at  the  time — that  the  Supreme 
Court  had  been  a  great  boon  to  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  It  had  given  the 
people  confidence  in  the  administration 
of  justice  and  protection  from  possible 
influences  which  might  affect  the  rights 
of  parties  in  their  own  provinces.  It 
would  be  strange,  indeed,  if  that  pro- 
tection were  to  be  taken  away  from  them 
by  fixing  a  limit  which  would,  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten,  be  far  above  ihe  amount 
involved  in  appeals  to  the  Supreme 
Court. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  quite  concurred 
in  what  had  been  said  by  the  two  hon. 
gentlemen  who  had  last  spoken,  and  he 
was  very  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Militia  say  that  he  was  not  very  clear 
on  this  section  himself.  He  (Mr.  Power) 
hoped,  after  this  expression  of  opinion 
from  representatives  of  the  legal  profes- 
sion in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  that  the 
amendment  would  be  dropped.  He  had 
not  heard  any  complaints  from  Ontario, 
or  any  of  tbe  provinces  as  to  the  present 
law  regulating  the  amounts  in  appealable 
cases,  and  the  fact  state4  by  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Amherst,  that,  in  a  great 
majority  of  cases,  the  judgments  of  the 
courts  of  Nova  Scotia  had  been  reversed 
when  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court, 
was  suflficient  to  shew  that  the  law  should 
not  be  changed.  The  only  reason  that 
could  be  given  for  limiting  the  amount 
would  bo  that  the  work  of  the  Supreme 
Court  art  Ottawa  was  greater  than  the 
Bon.  Mr.  Dickey. 


Judges  here  could   overtake,   and  he  did 
not  undei'stand  that  such  was  the  case. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  was 
very  uncertain  about  it  himself,  but,  at 
all  events,  if  it  was  thought  to  be  con- 
venient hereafter  to  make  a  change,  it 
could  be  done.  He  would  omit  the  sec- 
tion altogether,  and  leave  the  law  as  it 
stood. 

The  amendment  was  withdrawn.    • 

Hon.  Mr.  MONTGOMERY,  from 
the  Committee,  reported  the  Bill,  with 
amendments,  which  were  concurred  in. 
The  Bill  was  ordered  to  be  printed,  and 
the  third  reading  was  fixed  for  Friday 
next. 


ASSINIBOINE    BRIDGE    COMPANY'S 
BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD  moved  the 
second  reading  of  Bill  (49)  "  An  Act  to 
incorporate  the  Red  River  and  Assini- 
boine  Bridge  Company."  He  said :  The 
original  intention  of  the  promoters  of  this 
Bill  was  to  obtain  the  privilege  of  con- 
structing bridges,  not  only  over  the  As- 
siniboine  River,  but  also  over  the  Red 
River.  They  could  not  obtain  the  whole 
of  their  request,  and  they  were  obliged  to 
take  ''half  a  loaf  rather  than  have  no 
bread."  They  expected,  however,  in  the 
future,  to  obtain  the  whole  of  what  they 
justly  claimed.  Enterprises  like  this 
shewed  that,  if  large  sums  of  money  were 
expended  in  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  by  the  Grovemment,  the  people 
themselves  were  also  contributing  to  the 
progress  of  that  i)art  of  the  Dominion. 
Large  risks  were  being  incurred  by  private 
individuals  in  advancing  the  interests  of 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West.  There 
was  nothing  extraordinary  in  the  Bill. 
It  was  purely  a  private  enterprise,  and 
the  public  interest  would  be  sufficiently 
protected  by  the  clause  which  pjrovided 
that  the  plans  for  the  bridge  would  have^ 
to  be  approved  by  the  Governor  in 
Council  before  the  commencement  of 
construction.  In  so  far  as  the  navi- 
gation of  Red  River  was  concerned, 
there  was  a  clause  which  provided  that 
sufficient  space  should  be  left  for  all 
boats  navigating  that  stream. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 
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THE  CONSOLIDATED  BANK  OP  CANADA 
WINDING  UP  BILL. 

8ECX>ND   READINQ. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (64)  "  An  Act  to  author- 
ize and  provide  for  the  winding  up  of 
the  Consolidated  Bank  of  Canada."  He 
said  he  was  without  any  instructions  or 
information  from  the  promoters  of  this 
Bill,  and  he  had  not  looked  into 
its  provisions ;  but  as  it  would  be 
referred  to  the  Banking  Committee,  he 
presumed  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  its  passing  a  second  reading. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

CANADA  CENTRAL  RAILWAY  BILL. 
SECOND   REIDIKO. 

Hon.   Mr.    COCHRANE  moved  the 
«econd  reading  of  Bill   (67)    **  An  Act 
*to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  Canada 
Oentral  Railway  Company." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
do  not  intend  to  oppose  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill,  but  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House,  and  of  the  Rail- 
way Committee,  to  which  it  will  be  re- 
ierred,  to  the  second  clause,  which  seems 
to  be  one  which  goes,  I  think,  beyond 
what  this  Company  should  ask  at  the 
hands  of  Parliament.  The  Canada  Cen- 
tral Railway  commences  at  Brockville 
and  runs  to  Carleton  Place,  and  another 
branch  runs  from  Ottawa  to  Carleton 
Place.  It  then  runs  north-westerly 
towards  Lake  Nipissing.  That  is  its 
line  of  country,  and  it  should  hardly  ask 
to  be  allowed  to  extend  its  ramifications 
beyond  its  own  particular  route.  The 
•clause  in  the  Bill  to  which  I  think  at- 
tention is  necessary  is  the  second  clause. 
It  provides  that  the  Company  may  ex- 
tend a  branch  line  of  railway  from  any 
point  of  its  main  line  to  the  Village  of 
Madoc  or  to  the  Village  of  Tweed,  in 
the  County  of  Hastings,  a  distance  of 
some  80  or  90  miles  or  more  in  the  direc- 
tion of  Toronto,  over  a  line  of  country 
which  has  already  furnished  the  subject 
of  a  railway  charter.  A  charter  is  now 
in  existence  for  a  road  between  Toronto 
and  Ottawa,  running  precisely  in  the 
direction,  or  very  nearly  in  the  direction, 
that  this  clause  points  to,  and  that 
charter  has  been  in  existence  for  several 
years.  Not  only  that,  but  a  great  many 
municipalities  along  the  line  of  route 
Hon.  Mr,  Girard, 


have  voted  large  bonuses  to  it,  notably 
the  city  in  which  we  now  stand,  and 
many  other  municipalities. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— Yes ;  nearly  a 
million  dollar. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
hon.  friend  says  nearly  a  million  dollars 
have  been  voted  to  assist  the  company 
already  incorporated    to    construct   the 
line  of  railway  through  this  very  coun- 
try to  connect  Ottawa  with  Toronto.     It 
does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  fair,  when 
such  a  corporation  is  already  in  existence 
and  has   made   active    and    continuous 
exertions  to  carry  out  the  enterprise,  that 
we  should  give  another  railway  an  op- 
portunity, as  it  were,  by  a  side  power,  to 
interfere  with  the  operations  of  the  road 
already  in  existence,  and  going  on,  as  far 
as  we  know,  successfully  with  the  initial 
steps  of  the   project,  and  it  is  unfair  to 
the  municipalities  along  the  route  which 
both  roads  are  intending  to  adopt.     It 
also  seems  to  me  that  it  may  be  attended 
with  this  additional  disadvantage  :  that, 
it  may  be,  this  road  may  expect  to  re- 
ceive something  for  giving  up  the  right 
of  traversing  the  same  section  of  country. 
I  do  not  say  that  such  will  be  the  case, 
but  it  is  open  to  that  surmise,  as  the 
other  company  is  already  on  the  ground, 
and  as  operations  are  probably  suspended 
at  the  present  moment  more  on  account  of 
the  illness  of  the  person  at  the  head  of 
the  enterprise  than  for  any  other  reason, 
it  should  not  be  interfered  with  by  this 
side  power.     Further  on,  the  same  clause 
of  the   Bill   provides  that    the  branch 
railway,  to  be  constructed  by  the  Canada 
Central  Railway  Comjiany,  shall  not  be 
afiected  by  or  charged  with  any  mortgage 
or  lien  in  favor  of  the  present  or  future 
holders  of  any  mortgage  bonds  of  the 
Company  which  have    been   heretofore 
issued.     But  what  does  that  mean,  if  it 
does  not  mean  this  :  that  the  money  of 
the  Canada   Central   Railway  Company 
shall  be  taken  for  the  construction  o^  this 
branch  line,  and  yet,  the  creditors  of  that 
Company  shall  not  have  any  lien  upon 
the  property  which  is  to  be  constructed 
out  of  their  money  1     The  present  bond- 
holders of  the  Canada  Central  Railway 
Company  are    not    consenting    parties, 
so     far      as      I       am       informed,     to 
I  this    Bill,   and    they   are    the    persons 
who  are  interested  in  the  future  of  the 
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Canada  Central,  and  have  tbeir  claims 
upon  it,  and  is  it  fair  to  the  persons  who 
hold  those  bonds  to  say  that  the  earnings 
of  the  road  shall  be.  taken  to  build  a 
branch  which  shall  not  bo  liable  to  the 
parties  whose  money  is  invested  in  it  ? 
We  ceiiiainly  should  not  legislate  that 
this  shall  bo  done  without  the  consent  of 
the  bondholders  of  which  we  have,  as 
yet,  no  evidence.  On  these  two  points, 
I  think,  the  second  clause  is  not  one  that 
the  Company  should  ask  at  the  hands  of 
the  Legislature.  I  merely  rise  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  and  the 
members  of  the  committee  to  whom  this 
Bill  will  be  referred,  to  that  section,  to 
which  I  am  sure  they  will  give  their 
fullest  consideration. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Apparently,  there 
is  a  good  deal  of  force  in  the  language  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  calling  attention  to 
the  conditions  of  the  second  clause  of  the 
Bill,  inasmuch  as  the  line  of  country 
which  the  Canada  Central  Railway  tra- 
verses is  in  another  direction.  The 
clause  has  been  introduced  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  parties  who  desired  this 
railway  connection,  extending  westward 
from  Perth  towards  Toronto.  I  under 
stand  the  clause  was  placed  in  the  Bill 
for  the  very  purpose  of  securing  the  con- 
struction of  a  road  from  Perth  to  To- 
ronto. The  city  of  Ottawa,  unwisely,  in 
my  judgment,  coupled  with  the  aubsddy 
proposed  to  be  given  the  Toronto  and 
Ottawa  Railway  a  condition  that  the 
Canada  Central  Railway  should  not  be 
used,  but  that  the  Toronto  and  Ottawa 
should  be  a  purely  independent  line. 
The  Canada  Central  Railway  Company 
has  at  present  a  line  to  Perth,  a  consid- 
erable distance  of  the  route  lying  between 
Ottawa  and  Toronto.  As  far  as  I  can  learn 
the  prospects  of  the  Toronto  and  Ottawa 
Railway  are  by  no  means  bright,  par- 
ticularly if  it  is  to  be  constructed  as  an 
entirely  independent  line.  There  are 
several  sections  between  Ottawi  and 
Toronto,  over  which  railways  have 
already  been  constructed,  and,  if  a  rail- 
way is  to  be  built  to  Toronto,  it  would  be 
wiser,  instead  of  expending  a  consider- 
able amount  on  an  independent  line,  to 
utilize  the  I'oads  already  in  existence. 
Therefore,  the  Canada  Central  having  a 
line  as  far  as  Perth,  it  is  only  reasonable 
that  it  should  be  utilized,  urdess  there  is 
Ho  a.  Sir  Alex,  Campbell. 


some  special  reason  for  expending  a 
million  of  dollars  in  the  construction  of 
a  competing  line  between  Perth  and 
Ottawa.  I  do  not  think  you  coidd,  at 
present,  induce  capitalists  to  em- 
bark their  money  in  a  compet- 
ing line,  for  a  distance  of  50 
miles  through  that  country,  and  this 
clause  has  been  introduced  at  the  instance 
of  persons  desiring  this  connection, 
and  who  have  no  faith  in  the  Toronto 
and  Ottawa  road.  The  member  for 
South  Lanark  (Mr.  Haggart)  has  taken 
considerable  interest  in  this  Bill,  and  his 
constituents  think  the  best  way  to  build 
the  road  is  to  utilize  the  line  already  in 
existence.  If  there  was  any  probability 
of  an  independant  line  from  Ottawa  to 
Toronto  being  constructed,  there  would 
be  a  great  deal  of  force  in  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Militia  ]  but 
I  question  very  much  if  it  is  possible  to' 
obtain  the  capital,  even  wish  the  assist- 
ance the  municipalities  have  granted  to 
construct  that  road.  We  know  that 
capitalists  are  very  cautious  in  advancing 
money  where  there  is  a  competing  line, 
even  for  any  portion  of  the  distance, 
and,  during  this  and  last  session,  it  has 
been  the  feeling,  not  only  in  this 
House,  but  in  another  place,  that  it  is 
not  wise  to  errant  to  several 
companies  charters  over  the  same  section 
of  country,  because  it  is  simply  imperil- 
ling the  prospects  of  all.  When  we  have 
fifty  milts  of  a  line  already  constructed, 
it  does  seem  to  be  unwise  to  build  a  com- 
peting line  alongside  of  it  for  that  dis- 
tance. When  the  City  of  Ottawa 
declared  in  its  by-law  granting  the  subsidy 
to  the  Toronto  k  Ottawa,  that  the  Canada 
Central  should  not  be  utilized,  I  felt  that 
it  was  a  severe  blow  to  the  whole  enter- 
prise ;  that  the  large  expenditure  that 
was  required  to  build  twenty-nine  miles 
of  an  independent  line  to  Carleton  Place 
was  a  wasteful  expenditure  unless  some- 
thing could  be  gained  by  it.  The  true 
principle  is  to  attach  conditions  to  the 
charters,  that  connecting  roads  should 
carry  traffic  on  such  conditions  as  the 
Legislature  or  the  Government  of  the 
day  should  think  proper.  These  condi- 
tions are  always  pi'oper  to  be  left  to 
Parliament  or  to  the  Government,  and 
it  is  very  much  wiser  to  make  such 
stipidations  than  to  risk  the  ultimate 
defeat  of  the  enterprise   by   making   it 
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impossible  to  obtain  the  necessary  capital 
for  its  construction 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— 1  do   not  rise  for 
the  purpose   of  opposing  the  Bill,  in  its 
pi-esent  stage,  but   I  think  the  hon.  the 
leader  of  the    Opposition   is    wrong  in 
principle,  as  far  as  regards   the  second 
clause  of  the  Bill.     Already   a  charter 
has    been    given    to    the  Toronto    and 
Ottawa  road.     Large  bonuses  have  been 
granted,  and  a  survey   has  been  made  of 
the  greater  part  of  the  road  from  Peter- 
borough to  Perth,   and  somewhat  below 
that,  causing  a  considerable   amount  of 
expenditure,  and,  consequently,  I  think 
it  would  be  very   unwise  to  charter  two 
competing   lines    on    the    same    route. 
From  my   knowledge  of  the  country,  I 
am  well  aware  that  these    two    roads 
must  run  very  near  together^  if  built.  In 
many    places     I     might    almost     say, 
within  half  a  mile,   and  in    no    place 
more  than  five  miles  apart.     In  order  to 
get  to  Madoc  there  would  be  no  place 
more  than  five  miles  apart,  unless  they 
went  so  far  to  the  south  as  to  run  very 
near  the  Grand  Trunk  Eailway.     J  am 
well  acquainted  vrith  every  part  of  that 
country,  and  know  that  there  is  but  one 
feasible  route  to  go  from  Peterborough  to 
Perth.      Certainly  if  yon  take  any  other 
line  it  must   be  at  very  great  e^cpense. 
And  if    you  go  down  by  Tweed  you  are 
directly  out  of  the  way,  and  would  make 
a  large  bend  in  the  road  and  add  to  the 
expense  of  construction.     When  the  Bill 
comes  up  before  the  Railway  Committee, 
I   shall     endeavor    to    be    there,    and 
show   that    it   should   be    so    amended 
that     there  shoidd     be  an  aiTangement 
between  the  two  lines  before  anything 
further  is  done  in  connection  with  this 
Bill.     I  know  myself  that  the  Toronto 
and  Ottawa  Railway  Company  have  ex- 
pended some  $20,000  on  the  survey  of 
their  line.      I  am  well  acquainted   with 
the   engineer,  and  have   pointed  out  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  route,   and 
gone  to  large  expense  myself  to   explore 
it,  before  the  surveyors  came  on   at  all, 
consequently  I  fspeak  on  good  authority 
when    I    say    that  'this   Company    has 
already    expended    a    large    amount  of 
money  on  the  project.     I  know  that  the 
only    route    that    the   Canada    Central 
Company    could    take   is  the   one   laid 
down  by  the  Toronto  and  Ottawa  Rail- 
way.      It    may     be    possible,    as     the 
Bon,  Mr.  Scott. 


hon.  gentleman  opposite  has  said,  that 
the  City  of  Ottawa  has  done 
very  unwisely  in  not  adopting  the  Canada 
Central  as  far  as  Carleton  Place.  I 
think  they  did,  as  it  would  have  been 
better  to  have  utilized  that  portion  of 
the  road  ;  but  as  they  have  not  seen  fit, 
in  their  wisdom,  to  vote  the  bonus  with- 
out that  condition,  the  question  is,  shall 
the  Toronto  and  Ottawa  road  lose  that 
amount  of  money,  provided  they  do  not 
see  fit  to  amalgamate  with  the  other  line. 
If  the  City  of  Ottawa  would  amend  it» 
by-law  80  as  to  allow  the  Toronto  and 
Ottawa  road  to  start  from  the  Canada 
Central,  at  Carleton  Place — which  would 
be  the  proper  place  to  start  from,  be- 
cause if  you  go  round  to  Smith's  Falls,, 
and  then  to  Perth,  it  would 
make  quite  an  elbow  in  the  line — 
I  think  the  other  Company  could 
have  no  objection  ;  but,  under  the  circilm- 
stanoe,  I  do  not  think  it  is  right  to  have 
a  charter  given  to  a  road  so  near  a  line 
already  chartered.  I  know  there  i» 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  construction, 
of  the  Toronto  and  Ottawa  Une,  as  the 
President  of  the  Company  was  sick 
during  the  last  session  of  Parliament, 
and  I  am  aware  that  the  Ontario  Legis- 
lature did  not  grant  any  sums  of  money 
for  the  purpose  of  aiding  that  road,  or 
any  other  road,  and  I  am  also  aware  of 
another  fact,  that  the  Ontario  Govern- 
ment has  been  expending  large  sums  of 
money  on  railroads  in  the  western  parts 
of  the  Province,  while  they  have  given 
nothing  towards  the  eastern  or  central 
part  of  Ontario,  where  they  have  derived 
a  large  portion  of  the  revenue  that  they 
have  been  expending  in  the  west.  We 
only  ask  for  our  rights  from  the  Ontario 
Government,  and  that  we  should  obtain 
a  just  proportion  of  the  revenue  which 
they  have  denved  from  timber  dues  and 
lands  sold  in  this  part  of  the  Province. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — It  was  my  inten- 
tion to  have  waited  until  the  Bill  went 
to  the  Railway  Committee  before  raising 
my  objections  to  this  clause ;  but  I  think, 
at  this  stage,  I  may  say  that  I  object 
entirely  to  the  principle  of  that  section. 
While  I  think  the  House  is  quite  in 
harmony  with  the  principle  on  which  the 
Railway  Company  was  first  organized,  I 
cannot  understand  why  an  entirely  new 
road  should  be  authorized  by  this  S'Hiond 
section,  and  Parliament  should  be  asked 
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to  sanction  its  construction  without  any 
stock  being  taken  or  any  obligation 
being  incurred,  for,  in  a  very  explicit 
manner,  it  frees  that  road  from  all  liabi- 
lities already  incurred  by  the  Company,, 
and  from  any  mortgages  that  may  here- 
after be  issued  on  the  main  line.  This 
is  an  extraordinary  provision,  aAd  one 
which,  I  think,  ought  not  be  allowed  by 
this  House. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  COCHRANE  moved  the 
suspension  of  the  sixty-first  rule,  in  so 
far  as  it  applied  to  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
he  had  no  objection  to  suspending  the 
rule  now.  It  was  the  rule  which  i-e- 
quired  a  Bill  to  be  hung  up  for  two  days 
before  it  could  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee. He  would  move,  in  a  few  days, 
that  the  rule  be  suspended  altogether 
during  the  remainder  of  the  session. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SOURIS   AND    BOCKY    MOUNTAINS 
RAILWAY  COMPANY'S  BILL. 

SECOND    REABINQ. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (79)  "  An  Act  to  incor- 
porate the  Souris  and  Rocky  Mountains 
Railway  Company."  He  said  the  objtct 
of  the  Bill  was  to  authorize  the  pro- 
moters to  construct  a  railway  from  some 
point  on  the  Canada  Pacific  Railway,  in 
the  North-West  Territories,  westward, 
between  the  international  boundary  line 
and  the  fifty-first  degree  of  north  lati- 
tude, to  the  Rocky  Mountains,  with  a 
branch  line  of  railway  south-westward 
to  the  coal  pits  on  the  Souris  River. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  read  the  second  time. 


INTEREST  ON  MORTGAGES   BILL. 
SECOND    BEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (11),  "  An  Act  to  regu- 
late the  encumberinfif  of  real  estate  by 
loans  of  money,  or  otherwise."  He 
said  :  In  rising  to  move  the  second 
reading  cf  this  Bill,  I  wish  to  state  that 
I  took  up  the  matter  because  no  one 
else  seemed  anxious  to  do  so.  I  have 
looked  carefully  over  it,  and  I  find  it 
is  in  some  respects  somewhat  similar 
to  the  Bill  which  was  brought  before 
Hon.  Mr.  Vidal. 


this  House  some  little  time  ago  by 
the  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
which  is  now  before  the  other  House 
tor  second  reading,  but  has  not  yet  been 
read  the  second  time.  I  do  not  wish 
to  enter  into  the  particular  merits  of 
the  Bill,  at  the  present  time,  as  I  wish 
to  have  it  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL — 1  do  not  rise  to 
oppose  this  Bill,  but  rather  to  endeavor 
to  limit  its  operation.  This  measure,  it 
appears  to  me,  has  been  introduced  with 
the  object  of  limiting  the  amount  of  in- 
terest to  be  exacted  by  loan  and  build- 
ing societies,  and  to  prevent  any  usu- 
rious exactions.  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  it,  inasmuch  as  I  think  it  will 
bear  with  great  hardship  upon  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  where  we  have  none 
of  those  loan  societies.  We  have  some 
building  societies,  but  no  difficulties 
such  as  have  been  referred  to  in  this 
House  on  a  former  occasion  as  existing 
in  other  parts  of  Canada,  have  been  ex- 
perienced by  us.  Therefore,  I  think 
this  Bill  ought  not  to  be  made  to  apply 
to  transactions  between  private  indi- 
viduals. Most  mortgages  in  the  Mari- 
time Provinces  are  straight  mort- 
gages, and  dre  often  drawn  by 
the  parties  themselves  without  refer- 
ence to  legal  gentlemen,  and,  if  a 
Bill  of  this  nature  affecting  them  is 
passed,  I  foresee  a  great  many  difficulties 
that  may  arise,  as,  after  these  mortgages 
may  have  been  executed,  some  flaw  may 
be  discovered  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill,  if  it  passes,  which  would  ren- 
der them  void.  I  give  notice  that,  when 
this  Bill  comes  before  the  Committee,  I 
will  propose  a  slight  alteration  in  the 
last  section,  to  make  it  read  in  this 
way  :— 

"  6.  This  Act  shall  only  apply  to  moneys 
secured  by  mortgage  on  real  estate  executed 
after  the  first  day  of  July,  in  the  year  of  our 
^  Lord  1880,  taken  by  or  on  behedf  of  any  loan, 
building  or  other  society,  whose  principal 
business  is  loaning  or  adyancing  money  on 
mortgages,  and  to  mortgages  taken  in  trust  for 
any  such  society." 

Hon.  Mr.  BEAD — I  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  saying  a  few  words  in  support  of 
this  measure,  it  being  in  the  right  direc- 
tion, but  it  would  suit  me  and  the  coun- 
try's interest  generally,  if  it  went  much 
further  in  the  interest  of  the  borrower. 
The  time  has  arrived  when  the  attention 
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of  Parliament  and  the  country  should  be 
called,  in  a  most  unmistakable  manner, 
to  the  extortions  and  legalized  robbery 
practised  by  loan  and  building  societies. 
When  a  bill  of  this  character  was  before 
the  Senate  this  session,  I  took  occasion 
then  to  give  my  opinion  of  what 
was  necessary,  and  point  out  to 
the  House  some  of  the  extraordinary 
acts  that  are  practiaed  by  these  societies 
at  the  present  time,  and  the  manner  in 
which  building  societies  have  the  right, 
as  I  may  say,  by  legal  robbery,  to  impose 
upon  borrowers  who  happen  to  get  into 
their  hands,  because  I  suppose  if  it  was 
not  legal,  they  could  not  do  it.  If  such 
acts  are  legal  it  is  time  the  attention 
of  Parliament  was  called  to  such 
matters  as  I  will  present  to  this  House 
in  a  very  short  time.  I  hope  I  shall  be 
considered  as  speaking  by  authority  now, 
and  shall  not  be  obliged  to  call  a  witness 
to  the  Bar  of  the  House  to  prove  the 
statement,  of  which  I  then  produced  a 
copy,  and  which  was  called  an  invention 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  Hamilton  (Mr. 
Hope).  I  now  produce  the  original 
statement  of  the  Hamilton  Provident 
and  Loan  Society,  which  is  an  exact 
copy  of  the  one  produced  then ;  and  as 
he  is,  L  believe,  the  President,  I  hope 
that  he  will  not  now  dispute  mj  state- 
ments— or,  I  may  say,  his  own,  for  it  is 
his  own  statement  that  I  quote  from.  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  will  be  accepted 
as  a  correct  statement,  or  as  only  an  in- 
vention, but  I  will  produce  it,  with  the 
stamp  of  the  Company  on  it — I  will  not 
say  the  seal.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  parties  took  the  trouble  to  get  the 
stamp  made  for  the  purpose,  but,  as  I 
have  been  charged  with  '*  using  strong 
and  unfounded  statements'' — ^I  took  down 
the  words     ■ 

Hon.     Mr.    [MILLER— Who    used 
them? 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— My  hon.  friend 
from  Sarnia  (Mr.  Vidal).  As  I  have 
been  charged  with  using  strong  and 
unfounded  statements,  I  shall  now  read 
this  document.  I  d«  not  vouch  for  it  I 
only  give  it  as  I  got  it.  I  did  not  vouch  for 
the  cop  V  I  read  on  a  previous  occasion, 
and  which  I  read  as  a  copy  merely,  but 
I  have  compared  the  two,  and  I  find 
them  alike,  word  for  won!,  the  only 
difference  being  the  words  "  H.  D. 
Hon,  Mr,  Read, 


Cameron,  Treasurer,"  printed  on  one  but 
not  on  the  other.  Now,  we  shall  see  how^ 
the  Hamilton  and  Provident  Loan  Society^ 
conducts  its  business.  It  may  be  supposed 
that  this  is  not  done  by  other  com- 
panies, but  I  know  that  it  is. 
I  do  not  say  they  all  do  their  business 
in  the  same  manner  ;  but  I  wish  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  liouse  to  this  state- 
ment of  the  Hamilton  Provident  and 
Loan  Sociity.  This  is  the  result  of 
$1,000  borrowed  of  this  Society.  The 
first  payment  being  due  on  1st  January, 
1879,  proceedings  were  taken  and  the 
farm  sold  under  a  power  of  sale  in  the 
mortgage,  the  costs  and  interest  charged 
for  the  short  time  being  $455.31.  This 
may  be  termed  legalized  robbery,  for  it 
is  nothing  else. 

"  ThI  HlMILTOir   PftOYIDKNT  UfD  LOAH  SOCIETY, 

Hamilton,  Ont,  Nov.  4tii,  1879. 

«  Wm.  E.  Roxbubob,  Esq.,  Norwood. 

Re  A.  B.  WiGMORB,  No.  2,069. 
<*  Dear  Sir, 

"  Tbe  following  is  a  statement  of  th» 
Society's  claim  as  at  October,  1879  : 

"STATllOMT. 

<<  U  instalments  yet  to  pay  of  $131.37 

each,  the  first  due  Jany.  let,  1880. $1839  18 
<<  Less  discount  for  pre-payments...     736  5S 

$1102  60 
«  Add  l8t  instalment,  due  Jany.  Ist, 

1879 131  37 

«  Interest  on  arrears  to  Oct.  Ist,  1879      11  25 
^  Costs,  Selling,  Commission,  Solici- 
tors, kQ 210  09 


$1455  31 
"  Property  sold,  for 1400  00 

^  Amount  dae  the  Society $    65  31' 

"  Yours  truly, 
(Signed)        •<  H.  D.  CAxntoir, 

«  Treasurer, 
*«  Per  K" 

My  complaint  is  this  :  that  a  person 
borrowing  to  pay  by  instalments  does 
not  appreciate,  nor  can  he  know,  the  in- 
terest he  has  to  pay.  I  only  use  the 
language  of  an  hon.  gentleman  who  ia 
a  President  of  a  loan  company  that,  with 
a  good  actuary  alongside  of  him  and  he 
himself  good  at  figures,  they  could  not 
agree  on  the  value  of  a  mortgage  or  the 
interest  it  paid  to  the  Company.  So 
then,  those  who  are  not  intelligent,  can- 
not be  supposed  to  know,  nor  can  they 
know,  the  amount  of  interest  they  have 
to  pay  on  loans  from  these  societies.  In 
addition  to  this,  they  are  liable  to  be 
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fined,  an-l  money  collected  from  them 
for  things  they  do  not  understand. 
Should  they  fail  to  pay  an  instalment 
the  whole  mortgage  becomes  due,  and  the 
society  collects,  not  the  money  they 
should  have  received  on  account,  but 
they  really  collect  also  money  which  the 
borrowers  had  not  the  use  of.  This 
should  not  be  allowed  by  Parliament, 
and  I  contend  that  this  legislation  is  cal- 
culated to  make  the  rich  richer  and  the 
poor  poorer.  It  may  be  said  that  people 
should  not  borrow,  but  they  do  borrow, 
and  will  borrow,  and  it  is  recessary 
that  Parliament  should  protect  them. 
We  protect  people  against  imposi- 
tion ,  in  other  respects.  We  pass  laws 
against  the  adulteration  of  food.  If  a 
man  sells  milk  aiidterated  with  water  he 
is  liable  to  punishment ;  if  a  grocer  sells 
oofiee  adulterated  with  chicory  he  is 
liable  to  be  fined,  and  I  think  it  is  the 
duty  of  Parliament  to  protect  the  bor- 
rower against  usury.  Building  societies 
have  privileges,  and  they  are  allowed  to 
put  clauses  into  mortgages,  by  which 
they  collect  money,  that  individuals 
would  not  be  permitted  to  collect.  I  do 
not  believe  that  they  can  do  it  legally, 
but  they  do  it.  To  give  an  instance  how 
moneys  are  collected,  and  how  these 
accounts  are  made  up,  I  will  read  a  bill 
in  connection  with  these  costs  on  the  sale 
of  this  property.  I  have  to  apologize  a 
little  for  what  I  said  on  a  former  occas- 
ion in  this  connection,  because  the  lawyers 
do  not  appear  to  have  received  all  these 
moneys.  It  appears  that  there  are  other 
harpies  who  prey  upon  the  vitals  of  the 
borrowers.  Here  is  a  gentleman  who 
signs  his  name  as  inspector,  and  the  fol- 
lowing is  a  part  of  his  little  bill  for 
advertising  and  selling  this  property, 
which  was  advertized  to  be  sold  on  19th 
April,  terms  $  100  down,  half  the  purchase 
money  in  two  weeks,  upset  price  $1,400. 
Then  the  property,  as  I  am  told,  was  not 
sold  that  day,  unless  it  was  bought  by 
the  Company.  There  is  a  gentleman 
whose  privilege  and  to  whose  profit  it  is 
to  make  pleasant  excursions  from  one 
end  of  the  Province  to  the  other.  This 
inspector  travels  from  Hamilton  to  Nor- 
wood three  times,  and  although  there  is  a 
stage  running  to  Norwood,  he  is  allowed 
to  charge  for  livery.  However,  I  shall 
read  the  bill,  which  includes  the  expenses 
of  this  inspector.  It  is  as  follows  : — 
Horu  Mr,  Read, 


Copy, 
«Thb  H.  p.  k  L.  SooniTr  in  Account  with 

M.  8.  POTNAM. 

« In  re  A.  R.  Wiomorb,  No.  2069. 
"1879. 
**May    17.. Fare    and    hotel    bill    to 

Peterboro $5  50 

Livery  and  expenses,  two 

days,  to  Norwood 9  00 

"        21..  Fare  to  Hamilton  and  hotel 

bill 5  50 

"        29.. Fare,  Hamilton  to  Peter- 
boro, and  hotel  bill 6  50 

Livery  and  expenses,  two 
days 9  00 

Fare,    Peterboro  to  Ham- 
ilton,  and  hotel  bill  ....     550 
"June  29.. Fare,  Hamilton   to  Peter- 
boro, and  hotel  bill. ....     5  60 

Threo    days'    livery    and 

hotel  bill U  00 

Fare,  return  Peterboro  to 

Hamilton,  hotel  bill ... .     5  50 

Thirteen  days'  wages  In 
above  trips,  $3,  or 39  00 

Advertising  property  for 
sale  in  Daily  and  Week- 
ly Olobe  and  Peterboro 
papers,  and  circulars  ...  15  00 

$119  00 
"Commission,   $14.00,    included    in. 

other  bill 14  00 

"  Rec'd  payment, 

*'  M.  S;  Putnam, 

"Inspector. 
"  Sept.  13,  '79." 

Now,  I  do  not  say  that  the  sale  was 
not  advertised,  but  I  have  made  diligent 
search,  as  others  have  done,  for  such  ad- 
vertisements, but  without  finding  them. 
I  observe  that  of  the  $210  charged  for 
costs,  over  $133  went  to  the  inspector 
and  others,  so  that  the  poor  lawyers  did 
not  get  the  whole  of  it  this  time.  It  is 
a  question  whether  I,  as  a  private  citizen , 
could  collect  this  amount  under  the  same 
circumstances.  What  I  complain  of,  is 
that  a  mortgage  can  be  drawn  in,  such  a 
manner  that  a  person  can  be  mulct  to 
such  an  extent.  The  Company  take 
something  that,  I  contend,  ihey  never 
earned ;  they  take  $102.60  of  a  fine 
levied  upon  this  poor  man,  because  he 
failed  to  pay  $131,  and  then  there  is  a 
charge  for  interest  after  the  property 
was  sold.  It  cannot  be  supposed  that 
this  is  the  only  company  that  conducts 
its  business  in  such  a  manner.  I  hope 
it  is,  but  the  statement  that  I  have  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  ought  to  be  sufficient, 
at  all  events,  to  shew  what  hardships 
may  result  from   the  law  as   it  stands. 
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It  may  be  asked  "Why  did  not  this  man 
pay  what  he  owed  1 "  Because  his  crop 
failed^  and  he  was  not  able  to  pay.  The 
terms  of  sale,  as  advertised,  were  that 
$100  should  be  paid  down,  and  one-half 
of  the  purchase  money  within  two  weeks 
from  the  date  of  the  sale,  and  the  bal- 
ance on  time  ;  upset  price  $1,400.  See 
how  harsh  those  terms  are  :  $700  within 
two  weeks.  We  cannot  too  often  warn 
the  country  against  the  frauds  that  are 
being  practiced  upon  them.  I  say 
•*  frauds"  advisedly,  because  people  are 
being  deceived  by  those  Companies. 
There  is  a  way  of  covering  the  amount  of 
their  charges,  so  that  people  do  not  feel 
them  in  the  first  place,  but  they  become  a 
heavy  burden  afterwards.  I  have  seen 
an  epitaph  that  was  inscribed  on  the  tomb 
of  a  poor  man  who  had  been  a  sufferer 
by  such  a  transaction.  It  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  Shed  not  a  tear  for  Simon  Wruggle, 
For  life  to  him  was  a  constant  struggle  ; 
He  preferred  the  tomb  and  death's  dark  fate 
To  larming  mortgaged  real  estate.'' 

These  companies  are  the  harshest  land- 
lords that  we  have  ever  seen.  Absen- 
tees are  nothing  to  thera.  I  think  I 
shall  not  be  charged  to-day  with  invent- 
ing a  statement.  I  hope  I  have  removed 
that  impression.  In  view  of  the  facts 
that  I  have  submitted  to  the  House,  I 
ask  if  such  a  state  of  affairs  should  be 
allowed  in  this  country  1  I  say  that  there 
should  be  a  change.  So  numerous  have 
these  companies  become,  every  cross-road 
has  an  agent.  My  informant  signs  him- 
self "Appraiser  for  the  Canada  Perman- 
ent Building  and  Loan  Society."  He 
knows  what  he  is  talking  about.  He 
says  in  his  letter  that  he  trusted  Wig- 
more  with  goods  from  his  store,  and 
cash  to  the  extent  of  $175,  for  which 
.  he  took  a  second  mortgage  on  the  pro- 
perty, but  the  terms  of  sale  were  so 
harsQi  that  he  could  not  buy  it  in  to 
protect  himself  from  loss.  He  could  not 
take  $700  out  of  his  business  in  two 
weeks,  and  so  he  had  to  forego  his  claim. 
It  has  been  asserted  here  that  the  pro- 
perty was  not  what  it  was  described 
when  the  application  was  made  for  the 
loan  ;  but  my  informant,  who  lived  in 
the  neighborhood,  knew  liie  value  of  it, 
and  was  willing  to  advance  goods  on  the 
security  of  a  second  mortgage,  but  when 
he  learned  the  terms  of  sale,  he  was 
Hon.  Mr.  Bead. 


unable  to  buy  the  property,  and  had  to 
trust  to  Wigmore's  future  success  in  life 
for  his  payment.  He  does  not  seem  to 
doubt  that,  at  some  future  time,  he  will 
get  his  money.  This  is  a  question  which 
Parliament  should  take  some  action 
upon,  and  I  hope  that  the  House  will  do 
so  on  the  first  opportunity. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU  —  All  these 
building  societies  have  been  established 
under  two  statutes,  one  for  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  (Cap.  69,  Consolidated 
Statutes  of  Lower  Canada)  and  the  other 
for  the  Province  of  Ontario,  (Cap.  53, 
Consolidated  Statutes  pf  Upper  Canada), 
and  these  Statutes  are  still  in  existence. 
Under  these  laws  building  and  loan  socie- 
ties could  not  take  more  than  6  per  cent, 
interest,  but  it  is  not  mentioned  in  any  of 
the  bills  which  we  have  passed,  incor- 
porating such  associations,  what  rate  of 
interest  they  may  charge.  Still,  under 
the  two  laws  that  I  have  referred  to,  the 
legal  rate  of  interest — only  6  per  cent — 
is  allowed,  because  the  acts  abolishing 
the  usury  law  were  passed  after  these 
two  Statutes  were  enacted.  Consequently, 
the  rate  established  by  the  usury  law, 
6  per  cent.,  is. the  li^al  rate,  the  acts 
repealing  the  usury  laws  having  no  re- 
troactive effect.  But,  besides  the  legal 
rate  of  interest,  they  are  allowed  a  rea- 
sonable bonus,  which  is  not  specified  in 
the  law,  but  is  subject  to  the  decisions  of 
the  courts,  in  case  the  rate  is  considered 
excessive.  In  my  opinion,  the  statement 
which  has  been  read  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Quint6  division  (Mr.  Read)  is  a 
very  extraordinary  one,  but  the  man 
whose  property  has  been  sold  has  the 
remedy  in  his  own  hands,  if  he  has  been 
imposed  upon  by  the  Society,  and 
can  apply  to  a  court  of  justice 
for  redress.  In  the  Province  of  Quebec 
there  had  been  a  great  many  abuses,  and 
I  remember,  when  we  came  to  this  Par- 
liament for  relief  for  our  building 
societies,  we  were  told  by  the  represen- 
tatives of  Ontario  that  everything  was 
going  •n  well  in  that  Province.  They 
said  that  there  was  no  injustice  there, 
and  that  all  the  complaints  came  from 
the  Province  of  Quebec.  It  would  seem, 
from  what  we  have  heard  in  this  debate, 
that  the  people  of  Ontario  are  worse  off 
than  we  are  in  Quebec.  T  have  seen 
numerous  illustrations  of  the  difficulties 
which  are  complained  of.    I  have  found 
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that,  when  aay  estate  had  to  be  wound 
Tip,  official  assignees  had  a  great  deal  of 
ti*ouble  about  mortgages  made  by  some 
of  these  societies  ;  and,  after  testing  the 
matter,  the  account  was  always  consid- 
erably reduced.  I  think,  therefore,  that 
Mr.  Wigmore,  whose  case  has  been  re- 
ferred to,  can  find  a  remedy  in  the 
courts  under  the  law  as  it  exists.  I 
think  that  the  two  Statutes  to  which  I 
have  referred  ought  to  be  repealed. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— T  am  not  at  all 
surprised  that  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Quints  should  desire  to  set  himself  right 
before  the  House  in  this  matter.  I 
could  not  help  feeling,  the  other  day, 
that  he  was  rather  hardly  sal  upon,  for 
he  i-eceived,  I  will  not  say  harsh  treat- 
ment, from  some  membei*s  of  the  House, 
but  he  i^as,  perhaps,  put  in  the  most 
odious  light  that  he  could  be,  under  the 
circumstances  ;  for  really,  after  all, 
there  was  nothing  in  which  my  hon. 
friend  had  offended.  He  made  a  statement 
which,  whether  it  was  from  a  copy  or 
from  an  original  dopument,  matters 
little,  because  it  corresponded  almost  to 
a  cent,  I  believe,  with  the  figures  given 
by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Hamilton. 
This  side  issue  about  lawyer's  fees,  which 
led  my  hon.  friend  into  another  direction 
altogether,  did  not  affect  the  question 
at  all,  because  it  was  admitted  that  the 
property  brought  $1,400,  and  that  $55 
was  still  due,  and,  also,  that  the  amount 
payable  included  some  $210  expenses. 
At  the  moment,  it  did  not  strike  me  that 
there  was  anything  very  heinous  in  his 
conduct.  Certainly,  everyone  of  us 
who  know  him  must  be  convinced  that 
his  statement  could  not  have  been  made 
with  any  view  to  deceive  the  House,  or 
any  member  of  it.  With  regard  to  the 
Bill  before  us,  I  should  like  to  say  this  : 
several  of  ray  hon.  friends — those  from  On- 
tario more  particularly — have  attacked 
these  societies  as  to  the  rate  of  interest 
charged  on  loans  secui-ed  by  mortgages 
on  real  estate.  They  must  be,  surely, 
aware  that  it  is  the  fault  of  their  own 
law.  The  rate  of  interest  in  Ontario 
is  not  limited  and  if  these  socie- 
ties, seeking  after  good  investments, 
make  good  bargains,  it  is  the  most 
natural  thin^  in  the  world,  and  I  really 
oannot  see  why  they  should  be  attacked 
4inder  these  circumstances,  rather  than 
HoTt.  Mr,  Bureau, 


that  the  law  itself  should  be  amended, 
or  repealed.  Now,  I  speak  more  de- 
cidedly upon  that  point,  and,  before 
sitting  down,  the  House  will  see  tliat 
what  1  am  saying  is  germane  to  the  Bill 
itself.  In  Nova  Scotia  we  have 
limited  the  rate  of  interest  on  real 'estate 
to  7  per  cent.,  and  no  moitgage  can  be 
taken  for  more  than  that.  The  result  is 
that  we  all  know  where  we  are.  Now, 
by  this  Bill  you  propose  to  make  a  new 
rate  of  interest  for  Nova  Scotia  and  the 
other  Maritime  Provinces.  You  pro- 
pose to  allow  persons  to  take  interest  at 
any  rate  that  they  may  agree  upon,  in 
cases  under  the  1st  section.  I  fear 
that  such  is  the  effect  of  the  Bill.  It  is 
quite  true  that  all  foimer  legislation, 
including  the  very  Bill  that  we  had  before 
us  heie  the  other  day^  was  confined  en- 
tirely to  Ontario  and  Quebec, 
where  these  building  societies  ai'e  in 
operation,  and  we  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces  were  perfectly  satisfied  with 
it.  We  have  had,  almost  every  year 
since  I  came  here,  legislation  upon  these 
building  and  loan  societies  which  was 
confined  to  provinces  where  their  opera- 
tions were  cariied  on.  It  did  not  affect 
us,  and  we  took  precious  good  care  to 
see,  as  they  went  through  the  House,  that 
by  no  side  wind  could  there  be  a  pro- 
vision to  enable  parties  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces  to  take  a  higher 
rate  of  interest  than  the  present  law 
allows.  I  speak  freely  and  impartially 
on  that  point,  because  I  am  rather  a 
lender  than  a  lK)rrower,  and,  if  I  were 
governed  by  personal  interest,  I  might 
agree  to  a  bill  of  this  kind,  whdch 
gives  very  large  powers  to  parties 
taking  securities  under  this  Act. 
Whether  people  are  induced  to  borrow 
by  their  poverty  or  otherwise,  we  know 
that,  in  point  of  fact,  men,  under  the 
pressure  of  stern  necessity,  will  do  almost 
anything  to  get  control  of  money.  They 
are  checked  in  Nova  Scotia  by  a  law 
which  works  well,  and  which,  I  hope, 
will  not  be  interfered  with.  There  is 
another  principle  in  the  Bill  to  which  I 
object :  It  allows  parties  to  agree  between 
themselves  upon  the  rate  of  interest  to 
be  paid.  This  Bill,  according  to  its 
terms,  is  not  confined  to  building  and 
loan  societies  ;  it  is  general.  It  speaks 
of  mortgages  that  may  be  made  by  indi- 
viduals as  well  as  by  loan  societies. 
26 
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Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— On  the  same 
principle. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Yes,  on  the 
same  principle.  Thei'e  is  aaother  prin- 
ciple (one  that  is  held  sacred  hy  the 
courts;  that  is  violated  by  this  Bill,  that 
interest  shall  not  be  charged  upon 
iatei-est.  It  may  be  light  in  principle 
that,  where  a  man's  interest  is  in  arreat , 
he  shall  pay  interest  u^xin  it,  but  no 
court,.  I  think,  will  allow  it  ujjon  com- 
pulsory proceedings. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
It  would,  I  suppose,  if  there  were  a  bar- 
gain to  that  effect.  In  Nova  Scotia 
such  a  bargain  would  be  enforced. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— No-;  I  think 
not. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Oh,  yes  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  do  not  wish 
to  go  into  a  discussion  upon  the  point, 
but  I  have  stated  what  my  impres.sion  is. 
At  all  events,  this  Bill  applies  to  Nova 
Scotia,  and  enables  parties  in  that  Pro- 
vince, for  the  first  time  since  Confedera- 
tion, to  lend  money  on  the  same  teniis 
and  conditions  as  these  building  and 
loan  societies.  Under  the  circumstances, 
I  sympathise  with  my  hon.  fiiend  from 
Halifax,  who  called  attention  to  this 
question,  and  1  trust  that,  before  the 
Bill  reaches  its  final  stage,  some  amend- 
ment will  be  introduced  to  exempt  the 
Maritime  Provinces  from  its  operation. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  do  not  care 
to  detain  the  House  at  the  present 
moment,  because  I  feel  that  there  is  an 
anxious  desire  to  get  through  the  busi- 
ness that  is  on  the  paper,  but  I  cannot 
allow  the  remarks  which  have  fallen 
from  some  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  who 
have  addressed  the  House  to  pass  with- 
out some  reply.  I  differ  altogether  from 
my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  resumed  his 
seat,  as  to  the  operation  of  this  Bill.  I 
say  that  (if  it  become  law)  it  will  not  at 
all  affect  the  Statute  which  regulates  th* 
rate  of  interest  in  Nova  Scotia.  In  that 
Province,  as  my  hon.  friend  has  said,  the 
rate  is  fixed  by  law,  and  the  Bill  before 
the  House  does  not  contemplate,  in  any 
way,  to  interfere  with  the  rate  estab- 
lished for  that  Province.  The  efiect  of 
this  Bill  in  the  Pi*ovince  of  Nova  Scotia 
will  simply  be  that,in  case  money  is  loaned 
there  undcir  the  terms  of  this  Bill,  it 
I/qu.  Mr,  Dickey. 


will  compel  the  lender  to  accept  a  rate  of 
interest  not  exceeding  seven  per  cent.,  as^ 
is  now  done,  with  i*egard  to  loans» 
on  ordinary  mortgages,  in  that 
Pi-ovinca  The  only  effect  which  the- 
Bill  would  have  at  all  in  Nova  Scotia 
would  be  in  relation  to  a  building 
society  in  Halifax,  and  I  am  not  at  alT 
opfK>sed  to  having  it  so  applied.  That 
society  has  operated  on  the  general  con- 
ditions which  attach  to  societies  of  that 
character,  and  I  think  that  the  applica- 
tion of  the  law  to  it  will  be  looked  upon 
as  a  very  great  boon  in  the  City  of 
Halifax,  where  a  few  capitalists  have 
control  of  large  '  amounts  invest- 
ed on  loan  on  the  instalment 
system.  I  think,  therefore,  that 
the  Bill  will  be  acceptable  in  Nova 
Scotia,  and  I  shall  have  great  pleasure^ 
in  voting  for  it.  I  could  say  a  great 
deal  more  in  favor  of  the  measure,  if  it 
were  necessary,  but  its  details  can  bo 
discussed  in  committee.  I  desire,  how- 
ever, to  say  a  word  or  two  in  reference 
to  the  Wigmore  case,  which  has  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Quints  (Mr.  Read).  My  hon.  friend 
has  evidently  selected  this  ojiportunitj 
more  for  the  purpose  ot  giving  expres- 
sion to  his  views  with  i*egard  to  that 
matter,  than  to  advocate  the  passage  of 
the  Bill  before  the  House.  I  would  not 
be  surprised  that  he  should  avail  himself 
of  the  opportunity,  if  he  had  not  made 
so  much  of  a  small  matter,  to  put  him- 
self right  before  the  Senate  in  refei'enoe 
to  the  statement  which  he  made  a  few- 
days  ago.  On  that  occasion,  ^several 
gentlemen,  I  believe,  questioned  his  ac- 
curacy. I  did  not,  however,  do  so,  ex- 
cept in  one  particular,  and  in  that  the 
facts  bore  me  out,  that  he  -was  wrong  in 
making  the  charge  that  he  did  against 
the  solicitors  engaged  by  the  Hamilton 
Provident  and  Loan  Society.  Since  the 
subject  was  last  before  the  Senate,  I  have 
had  a  letter  addressed  to  me  by  a  person 
who  is  very  well  acquainted  with  the 
circumstances  of  the  Wigmore  ca.se,  and 
1  cannot  see  the  "  glaring  injustice,"  or 
"  legalized  robbery,"  that  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  spoken  of,  in  that  transaction. 
The  circumstances  ai*e  that  Wigmore 
borrowed  $1,015  ;  his  profierty  was 
valued  at  $2,580,  which  turned  out  to  be 
a  gross  over- valuation.  The  money  was 
loaueil  at  nine  or  nine  and  a  quarter  per 
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teiit  interesfc  on  the  instalment  system. 
The  borrower  fell  into  an^ears  at  once 
after  the  first  instalment  matured.  In 
July,  1879,  the  Society  ascertained  that 
the  security  was  totally  inadequate,  and 
so  exercised  their  right  to  sell  the  pro- 
perty to  realize  their  money.  They  ad- 
vertised the  property  for  sale,  with  as 
little  expense  as  possible,  imder  the 
power  given  by  the  mortgage. 

Hon.  Mr.  TIEAI)— Did  you  say  that 
was  in  July,  1879  ] 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Yes. 

,  Hon.  Mr.  READ — The  property  was 
sold  in  April,  1879. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— It  was  sold  on  the 
3rd  ot  July,  1879. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLftR— That  makes  very 
little  difference.  I  say  that  the  j5ro]>erty 
was  offered  for  sale,  and  the  highest  bid 
that  could  be  got  for  it  was  $1,000.  A 
man  named  Roxborough,  who  held  a 
second  mortgage  on  the  property,  and 
who,  we  are  told,  was  my  hon.  friend's 
(Mr.  Read's)  informant,  made  that  bid, 
and  he  could  not  be  persuaded,  either  at 
the  time  of  the  sale  or  afterwards^  to 
offer  more.  Therefore,  it  is  evident  to 
the  House  that  there  must  have  been  a 
very  serious  mistake  in  the  valuation  ot 
the  property,  and  that  the  owner  had  g6t 
the  full  value  for  it,  and,  with  the  accu- 
mulated interest,  more  than  the  full 
value.  After  some  di£Bculty,  and  after 
some  censure  of  the  valuator,  the  com- 
pany succeeded  in  getting  the  property 
off  their  hands  for  $1,400,  and  even  then 
were  losers  by  the  transaction.  If  it  had 
been  possible  to  sell  the  property  for  the 
amount  at  which  it  was  valued  when  tbe 
loan  was  obtained,  it  would  have  been 
to  the  interest  of  the  Society  to  have 
done  so.  They  had  no  interest,  what- 
ever, in  selling  the  property  below  its 
value,  but  the  contrary.  Having  lost 
money  by  the  transaction,  they  lound 
that  the  man  refused  to  move  off  the 
property,  and  he  put  them  to  the 
expense  of  an  action  of  ejectment  to  get 
him  off.  It  was  in  connection  with  that 
action,  I  believe,  that  they  had  to  seize 
and  sell  his  crops  for  expenses.  That 
was  a  business  transaction,  without 
malice  on  the  part  of  the  Company — 
because  they  could  have  had  no  desire  to 
injure  tbe  mortgagor — and,  therefore,  I 
Hon,  Mr.  MUler, 


say  that  there  is  no  ground,  that  I  can 
see,  for  making  wholesale  charges 
a^inst  the  Company  and  the  respect- 
able individuals  connected  with  it. 
I  have  a  few  words  to  say  on  another 
portion  of  the  hoii.  gentleman's  remarks. 
My  hon.  friend  has,  on  several  occasions, 
— I  think,  very  unfairly — used  oppro- 
brious epithets  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
towards  the  profession  to  which  I  belong. 
In  a  former  debate  he  called  them 
"blood-suckers  ; "  to-day  he  has  spoken  o^ 
them  as  "harpies."  Now,  I  do  not 
think,  from  a  gentleman  occupying  a  seat 
in  this  House,  that  is  language  which 
should  be  hurled  at  a  respectable  and 
learned  profession.  It  does  not  hurt  th^ 
profession,  I  am  sure,  but  it  is  not  thd 
language  we  should  expect  to  hear  in  this 
Chamber.  One  would  be  disposed  to 
ask  what  business  or  profession  does  my 
hon.  friend  belong  to  that  he  should  hvirl 
such  epithets  at  unoffending  lawyers. 
My  hon.  friend  is,  I  believe,  a  whiskey 
distiller,  or  manufacturer.  Now,  I  do 
not  think  that  a  whiskey  distiller  is  one 
who  can  afford  to  cast  reflections  upon 
any  profession  or  occupation — not  even 
that  of  a  scavenger.  We  hear  a  good 
deal  about  the  rate  of  interest  charged  by 
loan  societies ;  is  there  any  class  that 
takes  a  larger  rate  of  interetst  for  capital 
invested  than  the  distillers  1  Not  10,  J  6, 
20,  or  even  50  per  cent.,  but  100  per 
cent,  will  satisfy  them.  Then,  again, 
there  are  other  lights  in  which  to  look  at 
this  business.  The  hon.  gentleman 
said  a  great  deal  about  widows 
and  orphans.  "What  class  of  people 
are  more  responsible  for  the  number 
of  widows  and  orpharts  than  whiskey 
distillers  1  I  might  extend  my 
question,  and  ask  what  other  class  con- 
tribute more  to  swell  the  category  of 
crime  than  that  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  belongs?  I  therefore  ask, 
is  the  hon.  gentlejian  the  right 
person  to  hurl  opprobrious  epithets 
at  members  of  any  profession  in  this  House 
or  elsewhere  t  I  do  not  think  he  is,  and 
he  should  not  indulge  in  such  uncalled- 
for  expressions  when  there  is  no  occasion 
for  them.  My  hon.  friend  got  up  the 
other  day  and  said  that,  in  connection 
with  the  sale  of  the  Wigmore  property, 
the  lawyers  had  got  $210.  I  pointed  out 
then  that  the  amount  was  made  up  of 
several  other  chaises,  and  it  is  now  ad- 
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mitted  that  the  solicitorb  received  for  all 
their  trouble  in  the  Wigmore  case  the 
very  modest  sum  of  $46  in  all.  If  my 
hon*  friend  possesses,  as  I  believe  he  now 
does,  that  information,  he  did  not  give  it 
to  the  House.  I  think  he  should  have 
made  the  correction,  and  should  not  have 
allowed  such  an  ui^founded  statement 
against  a  respectable  firm  of  solicitors  to 
go  abroad.  It  was  a  statement  calculated 
to  do  them  a  great  deal  of  harm,  and  to 
sully  their  professional  reputation.  I  do 
not  think  that  he  would,  in  his  calmer 
moments,  do  an  injustice  oi  that  kind  to 
individuals  situated  as  these  solicitors 
are.  I  can  understand  that,  in  closing  up 
a  transaction  of  that  kind,  $46  was  a 
reasonable  charge  for  lec^  expenses. 
b\u*ther  than  that,  I  iind  that  the  charges 
of  the  Company  in  connection  with  the 
performance  of  professional  work  are  of 
the  most  meagre,  mean  and  unremunera- 
tive  character.  These  are  specimens  of 
them  : — For  drawing  mortgage  in  dupli- 
cate, liaving  executed,  registered,  exam- 
ining title,  &c.,  where  the  sum  borrowed 
is  $500,  the  charge  is  only  $5.  When 
the  amount  is  $1,000,  the  charge  is  $7.60, 
with  an  addition  of  $2.60  for  every  addi- 
tional $1,000.  Then  for  writing  and 
getting  a  discharge  of  mortage  executed, 
the  charge  is  only  one  dollar.  If  these 
are  fair  specimens  of  the  charges  of  the 
solicitors  of  this  Company,  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  ground  of  com- 
plaint against  them,  much  less  any 
justification  for  the  strong  language 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  Quint^. 
If  the  charges  in  all  these  companies  are 
the  same,  they  should  not  be  complained 
of,  and,  certainly,  they  are  not  of  a  char- 
acter to  justify  the  language  that  has 
been  used  by  my  hon.  friend  against  the 
legal  profession.  I  am  very  sorrv  to 
trouble  the  House  with  these  matters, 
but,  if  individuals  or  classes  are  unfairly 
attfi^cked  by  any  hon.  gentleman,  I  think 
it  would  be  only  consistent  with  a  sense 
of  justice  that  someone  should  have  an 
opportunity,  and  should  take  the  trouble, 
to  make  a  few  remarks  in  reply. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  agreed, 
the  other  day,  with  my  hon.  friend  from 
Quints  (Mr.  Head)  that  $210  was  too 
much  to  charge  for  disposing  of  Wig- 
more's  property.  I  do  not  concur  in  the 
opinion  that,  because  the  property  did 
not  bi-ing,  at  a  forced  sale,  the  amount 
//on.  Mr,  Miller, 


at  which  it  had  been  valued,  therefore 
too  much  money  had  been  loaned  upon 
it.  If  notice* of  the  sale  was  given,  it 
was  insufficient,  and  the  property  was 
sold  at  a  sacrifica  There  was  no  fore- 
closure proceeding;  the  property  was 
simply  sold  under  the  power  given  in 
the  mortgage,  and,  therefore,  $210  was 
an  exorbitant  charge  to  make.  It  is  a 
charge  such  as  I  have  never  heard  of 
before,  and,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
authentic  statement  furnished  by  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Read)  I  would  not  have 
believed  that  such  a  thing  was  possible. 
I  must  support  the  stand  that  he  has 
taken,  regardless  of  what  he  has  said 
about  the  legal  professiop.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey)  is  in 
error  in  supposing  that  a  moi-tgage  is  not 
valid  in  Nova  Scotia  if  it  bears  more 
than  seven  per  cent  interest.  The  mort- 
gage i8  valid,  but  more  than  seven  per 
cent,  cannot  be  recovered  by  the  lender 
in  a  court  of  law ;  neither  does  this  Bill 
regulate  or  effect  the  right  of  interest  on 
mortgages  in  Nova  Scotia.  We,  in  a 
previous  Bill  this  session,  approved  of  the 
principles  contained  in  this  measure,  and 
I  can  see  no  objection  to  it  now  ;  there- 
fore, I  shall  support  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— This  BiU  has 
four  principal  provisions.  The  first  is 
to  prevent  parties  loaning  •  money, 
whether  building  societies  or  private 
individuals,  and  taking  a  rate  of  in- 
terest that  is  not  clearly  stated  in  the 
mortgage.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  party 
loaning  money,  in  charging  a  rate  of 
interest,  to  state  clearly  what  that  rate 
is,  and  the  amount  due  at  each  payment, 
if  the  loan  is  required  in  instalments ; 
so  that  the  borrower  cannot  be  deccivcwi 
as  to  the  rate  of  interest  he  is  bound  to 
pay.  The  next  provision  is  that  the 
lender  shall  not  be  allowed  to  impose 
fines  and  penalties,  even  though  the 
mortgagor  is  behind  in  making  his 
payments.  The  third  provision  is  that, 
if  the  payments  are  in  arrear,  they  shall 
not  be  allowed  to  increase  the  rate  of 
interest,  but  shall  charge  simply,  until 
the  mortgage  is  paid,  the  rate  of 
interest  agreed  upon  in  the  first 
instance.  The  fourth  principal  pro- 
vision is  that,  after  a  mortgage  runs 
for  a  period  of  five  years,  the  mortgagor 
may,  if  he  choose,  pay  up  the  mortgage 
by  paying  three  months'  interest  in  ad . 
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vance.  But,  >>eyond  these  four  provi- 
sions, as  I  understand  the  Bill  (and  I 
have  read  it  over  carefully),  there  is 
nothing  to  provide  for  the  regulation  or 
limitation  of  the  rate  of  interest,  any 
more  than  the  law  already  regidates  it 
in  the  different  Provinces.  I  was  quite 
surprised  when  my  hon.  friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Dickey)  said  that  this  Bill  would 
interfere  with  the  rate  of  interest  in 
Nova  Scotia,  but  I  was  quite  satisfied 
that  the  House  would  scarcely  agi'ee 
with  him  after  the  remarks  made  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  followed  him  (Mr. 
Miller),  and  I  am  quite  sure  that  any 
one  reading  the  Bill,  whether  he  be  a 
lawyer  or  a  layman,  if  guided  by  common 
sense,  would  hardly  see  that  any  such 
interference  could  take  place.  The  BUI 
simply  provides  that  the  rate  of  interest 
shall  be  clearly  stated,  and  the  pai-ty 
making  the  mortgage  shall  not  be  re- 
quired to  pay  any  other  rate  than  that 
stated  on  the  face  of  the  mortgage.  My 
hon.  friend  who  sits  before  me  (Mr. 
Odell)  objects  to  this  Bill  being  applied 
to  individual  lenders  of  money.  I  can- 
not, for  the  life  of  me,  see  why  a  differ- 
ence should  be  ihade.  If  it  be  wrong  for 
a  building  society  to  deceive  the  bor- 
rower as  to  the  rate  of  interest  he  may 
be  required  to  pay,  or  impose  fines  upon 
him,  I  do  not  see  why  any  other  lender 
of  money  should  be  allowed  to  perpetrate 
such  wrongs  with  impunity.  If  the 
principle  laid  down  in  this  Bill  is  correct 
for  loan  institutions,  it  is  correct  also 
for  individuals,  and  I  certainly  hope  that 
my  hon.  friend  will  not  press  his  motion 
to  throw  out  the  Bill,  or,  if  he  does  so, 
I  hope  that  it  will  not  prevail.  The 
Bill  is  just  and  fair  in  its  objects, 
and  I  have  every  confidence 
that  the  House  will  sustain  it. 
Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— I  am  not 
acquainted  with  the  operations  of  loan 
societies,  but  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  should  not  apply 
to  private  lenders.  In  New  Brunswick, 
mortgages  are  fraquently  drawn  by  non- 
professional men,  and  there  is  a  provision 
here  which  would,  in  effect,  invalidate 
many  of  thom.  In  New  Brunswick,  if 
no  rate  of  interest  is  specified  in  a  mort- 
gage, 6  per  cent,  would  only  be  recover- 
able, under  the  existing  law.  Therefore, 
no  inconvenience  would  arise  in  private 
transactions  between  individuals,  in  [ 
Hon.  Jfr,  Reeaor. 


lending  moneys  on  the  security  of  mort- 
gages. This  Bill  would  also  interfere 
with  the  free,  necessary  and  advan- 
tageous arrangements  between  parties 
who  wish  to  invest  money  for  a  term  of 
jears,  especially  in  the  case  of  minors.  I 
know  of  many  instances  in  which 
money  has  been  loaned  for  a  period  of 
ten  years  to  the  ihutual  advantage  of  the 
borrower  and  the  lender,  but,  if  this  Bill 
should  pass,  if  no  rate  of  interest  is 
mentioned,  only  six  per  cent,  can  be 
charged.  There  is  no  law  in  New 
Brunswick  which  enables  a  person  lend- 
ing 'money,  to  impose  fines  upon  a 
borrower  who  is  in  arrear  ;  he  can  only 
recover  the  principal  and  intei-est.  If  a 
larger  rate  than  six  per  cent,  is  men- 
tioned in  the  mortgage,  it  can  bo 
recovered  under  the  Dominion  Act,  re- 
gulating the  rate  of  interest.  This  Bill, 
however  desimble  it  may  Ikj  to  apply  its 
provisions  to  building  and  loan  societies, 
should  not  extend  to  private  transac- 
tions, because,  so  far  as  my  experience 
goes,  there  is  no  necessity  for  it.  No 
evil  has  arisen,  and  no  injustice  is  done, 
so  far  as  I  know,  under  the  existing  law, 
and  I  hope  that  the  Bill  will  be  confined, 
in  its  operation,  to  building  and  loan 
societies. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— The'  fact  is,  this 
Bill  was  a  bid  for  popularity,  in  the  first 
instance.  It  passed  the  second  reading 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  in  spite  of  the 
opposition  of  the  Ministry,  and  of  the 
desii-e,  as  I  believe,  of  the  wisest  men  in 
that  Chamber.  After  the  second  read- 
ing, instead  of  being  throwu  out,  it  was 
taken  up,  and  transmogrified  to  such  an 
extent  that  it  seems  to  have  an  opposite 
tendency  to  that  which  was  designed  by 
the  gentleman  who  introduced  it.  In- 
stead of  restricting  the  rate  of  interest, 
as  it  did  in  the  first  instance,  it  seems  to 
extend  it,  at  all  events  in  some  direc- 
tions. It  strikes  me  that  the  best  thing 
that  we  can  do  now,  as  the  Bill  does  not 
repi^sent  the  intentions  of  its  author, 
and  seems  to  n^eet  nobody's  views,  is  to 
dispose  of  it  by  the  three  months*   hoist. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— I  should  like  to 
know  what  is  the  intention  of  the  Gov- 
ernment with  regard  to  the  Bill  which 
was  passed  by  the  Senate  recently  and 
sent  down  to  the  other  House  ?  Is  it 
their  intention   to   press  it  through  the 
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other  Houso  and  eliminate  those  ckuses 
which  were  incorporated  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Prescott ! 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— 1  understand 
that  the  Bill,  having  reached  the 
House  of  Commons  before  this  Bill 
which  we  have  now  under  consideration 
came  up  to  this  Ohaniber,  it  was  their 
intention  to  strike  out  those  clauses 
introduced  here,  inasmuch  as  the  prin- 
ciple of  them  is  embodied  in  this  Bill. 
If  the  measure  which  is  now  before  us 
should  be  rejected  in  the  Senate,  there 
would  be  no  bill  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— There  were  some 
amendments  that  the  kon.  Senator  from 
Prescott  intended  to  move  to-daj  ;  but 
he  is  absent  from  his  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKlNfe— I  understood 
from  the  hon.  Senator  (Mr.  Brouse)  that 
he  would  press  the  amendments  when 
the  Bill  is  in  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE — I  desire  to  make  a 
few  remarks  with  regai'd  to  what  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Belleville  (Mr.  Bead) 
has  said  about  the  transaction  between 
the  Hamilton  Provident  k  Loan  Society 
und  WigmoL^.  My  own  impressioa  is 
that  the  Society  has  had  a  fraud  perpe- 
trated upon  it.  I  have  very  little  doubt 
about  it  ;  because,  in  the  first  place, 
upon  examining  the  deeds,  it  was  found 
that  a  person,  named  Johnson,  sold  the 
property  in  January,  1874,  for  $700.  In 
July,  1677,  the  mortgagor  madeapplicar 
tion  for  a  loan  of  $1,015  on  tt^at  ptx>- 
perty,'  repi^esenting  it  contained  157 
acre^,  althou^  the  deed  only  mentioned 
100  acres,  and  describing  the  property 
as  being  worth  $2,500.  It  was 
not  until  months  afterwards  that 
he  produced  the  deed  from  the 
party  from  whom  he  bought  the  proper- 
ty ;  and  that  deed  represented  that  the 
purchase  money  was  $2,500,  of  which 
amount  he  professed  to  have  paid  $1,500 
in  cash,  and  was  boi^rowitig  the  $1,()00, 
he  said,  to  complete  the  purchase  money. 
Under  the  terms  of  the  mortgage,  the 
firet  payment  was  to  have  been 
made  on  the  1st  January,  1879. 
When  that  time  came  around  he  paid 
nothing,  and  then  the  Society  began 
to  discover  that  a  fraud  had  been  prac- 
tised upon  them.  They  proceeded  to 
sell  the  property  in  April,  1879,  but,  for 
Hon,  Mr,  Uope, 


the  want  of  bidders,  it  was  not  sold* 
The  next  step  that  the  Society  proceeded 
to  take  was  to  effect  a  sale  through  the 
exertions  of  an  agent  who  was  sent 
down  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  pur- 
chaser for  the  property.  The  ex|)ense8 
up  to  the  date  that  the  pro)>erty  was 
offered  for  sale,  amounted  to  $68.44,  of 
w^ich  $46  was  for  solicitor's  fees.  That 
was  all  that  the  property  was  legally 
chargeable  with  on  the  19th  of  April, 
when  it  was  offered  for  sale,  and  if  it  had 
been  bought  on  th»»t  date  by  the  mort- 
gagor or  by  any  of  his  friends,  that  was 
all  that  could  have  been  collected  \  but 
it  was  not  sold,  and  the  consequence  was 
an  agent  was  engaged  to  dispose  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  — What  was  the 
upset  price  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— $1,300. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ — ^The  advertisement 
says  $1,400. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  — No;  the  upset 
price  was  $1,300.  The  agent  employed 
was,  perhaps,  as  competent  a  man  for  the 
disposal  of  real  estate  as  there  is  in 
Oatario,  but  it  was  more  than  he  could 
accomplish  in  a  day,  being  actually  about 
thirteen  days  engaged  with  the  matter,* 
at  $3  a  day,  besides  expenses,  which  the 
Society  had  to  pay,  and  he  received,  in 
addition,  one  per  cent,  for  selling.  So 
these  charges  must  be  added  to  the  cost 
of  realizing  the  property,  besides  $8.65 
for  drawing  mortgage  and  other  charges 
on  the  sale,  to  the  purchaser,  from  the 
Society,  making,  altogether,  $141.65, 
and  these  charges  bring  up  the  amount 
to  $210,09,  the  sum  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Quints  (Mr.  Read), 
as  contained  in  the  statement  that 
he  read  to  the  House.  His  figures 
are  quite  correct,  but  he  makes  a 
wrong  use  of  them.  He  does  not 
seem  to  understand  them,  and  he  con- 
fuses himself,  and  imagines  that  this 
man  has  been  paying  24  per  cent.,  when 
he  has  been  paying  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  do  not  complain  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's intention  \  he  may  not  intend  to 
do  wrong,  but  the  effect  of  his  statement 
is  to  mislead  the  public,  and  to  make  the 
Senate  believe  that  this  moi*tgagor  was 
charged  more  than  was  really  the  case. 
The  fact  is,  as  I  have  said,  a  fraud  was 
committed  upon  the  Society,  and,  instead 
of  the  mortgagor  suffering,  the  widows 
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and  orphans,  whose  money  has  been  lost 
in  the  transaction,  are  the  real  sufferera. 
The  hon.  gentleraail  (Mr.  Bead)  talks 
about  the  mortgagor  being  turned  out  of 
house  and  home.  On  the  3rd  of  July, 
when  the  purchaser  of  the  property  went 
to  take  his  crop  off  the  place,  he  was 
threatened  by  Wigmoi-e,  and  he  came  to 
the  Society  for  protection.  He  said  that 
he  had  bought  the  property  with  the 
crops  upon  it.  He  wanted  legal  author- 
ity to  take  them,  and  he  got  it.  The 
-crops  were  sold,  and  were  purchiised  in 
by  some  friends  of  the  party  at  a  nom- 
inal price.  The  gentleman  who  fur- 
nished my  hon.  friend  with  his  informa- 
tion, and  who  held  a  second  mortgage 
on  the  property,  had  a  right  to  buy  it  in, 
but  all  that  he  would  bid  was  $l^^00. 
The  loan  was  originally  made  at  a  rate 
to  yield  d^  per  cenl".  From  the  compe- 
tition of  loan  societies  and  the  introduc-  • 
tion  of  foreign  capital,  money,  is 
cheaper  now.  Such  is  the  effect  of  free 
ti-ade  in  money.  The  property  was  sold 
for  $1,400,  which  would  leave  a  sur]f^us 
of  $155  ;  but  the  mortgage,  in  the  second 
■sale,  was  at  8  per  cent.,  a  reduction  of 
1^  per  cent.  Deducting  the  loss  of  in- 
tei-est  from  the  surplus,  you  have  only 
-$50.97,  or  about  2|  jier  cent  per  annum 
left  to  represent  the  net  gain  to  the  Com- 
pany. And  for  this  transaction  the  hon. 
Senator  charges  them  with  being  guilty 
of  *'  fraud"  and  "  extortion."  These  are 
the  charges  the  hon.  gentleman  makes 
.against  a  Society  that  can  challenge  any 
one  to  put  his  finger  upoi!!  any  of  its 
numerous  transactions,  involving  millions 
of  dollai-s,  that  will  not  bear  tlie  closest 
scrutiny  for  fair-dealing  stnd  forbearance. 
Before  making  such  charges,  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  inform  himself  as  to 
'the  facts  of  the  case.  I  cannot  account 
•for  t'le  hon.  gentleman*s  eoui*se  in  this 
instance,  except  on  the  supposition  that 
he  attributes  to  others  motives  which 
may  actuate  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  did  not  antici- 
pate, when  I  moved  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill,  that  it  would  have  been  the 
subject  of  such  a  long  debate.  I  tnist 
that  the  measure  will  find  the  same  favor 
that  is  extended  to  all  other  Bills  which 
-come  up  to  this  House — that  it  will  be 
read  the  second  time,  and  refen-ed  to 
-committee,  where  its  details  can  be  dis- 
cussed, and  amendments  can  be  made,  if 
J/on,  Mr,  Hope, 


necessary.  The  hob.  Senator  from  Pres- 
cott  (Dr.  Brouse),  who,  I  regret  to  see, 
is  not  now  in  his  place,  has  expressed  his 
intention  to  move  certain  amendments. 
There  are  some  new  changes  in  the  Bill, 
which,  I  think,  are  in  the  light  direction, 
and  I  believe  that  it  is,  in  view  of  all 
the  circumstances,  a  better  measure  than 
any  that  has  yet  been  before  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— So  far  as 
the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  is  con- 
cei-ned,  I  think  this  Bill  will  have  a 
most  injurious  effect.  It  has  been  very 
properly  remarked  by  some  hon.  gentle- 
man that,  while  the  original  intention 
may  have  been  to  relieve  the  difficulties 
under  which  borrowers  labor,  it  will 
have  the  effect  of  increasing  their  bur- 
dens. In  New  Brunswick,  money  is  gen- 
erally loaned  on  what  is  called  the 
straight  loan  system  ;  that  is,  stipulating 
exactly  the  rate  of  interest  that  will  be 
taken,  and  the  rate  is  generally  low.  If 
this  Bill  should  pass  the  House  in  its 
present  shape,  applying,  not  only  to  loan 
societies,  but  to  private  transactions 
between  individuals,  ic  will  encoui-age 
practices  that  I  notice  have  been  very 
much  complained  of,  and,  possibly,  with 
very  good  reason,  in  this  Chaml>er  to-day, 
— practices  which  do  not  prevail  In  New 
Bninswick.  In  addition  to  that,  the 
Bill  prescribes  a  new  formula  in  drawing 
mort^ges.  Altogether  it  would  tend  to 
throw  the  business  of  lending  money  into 
confusion.  It  would  inj  ure  the  borrower, 
and  facilitate  very  much  the  objects  of 
gain,  which  often  actuate  those  who 
have  money  to  loan,  and  are  in  the  habit 
of  lending  it.  I  think  the  Bill  parsed 
here  the  other  day  applying  only  to 
building  and  loan  societies  is  very  much 
nearer  what  this  House  desires  than  the 
measure  which  is  now  before  us,  and,  if 
that  Bill  should  become  law  instead  of 
this,  it  will  meet  the  desires  of  the 
people  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  learn 
them.  I,  therefore,  move,  in  what  I  con- 
sider to  be  the  public  interest,  that  the 
said  Bill  be  not  now  read  the  second 
time,  but  that  it  be  read  the  second  time 
this  day  six  months. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  should  like  to 
ask  the  mover  of  the  Bill  a  question 
upon  this  point.  Reference  has  been 
made  to  the  Bill  which  has  already 
passed   this   House,  respecting  building 
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and  loau  societies,  and  I  think  we  ought 
to  have  some  explanation  as  to  the  posi- 
tion of  that  Bill  in  the  other  House,  and 
what  its  fate  is  likely  to  be.  That 
measure  was  passed  after  a  great  deal  of 
deliberation,  and  it  was  amended  in  a 
most  material  sense  in  consequence  of 
representations  made,  and  it  then  went 
down  to  another  plac*.  Now,  what  has 
l)een  the  fate  of  that  Bill  1  Where  is  it  1 
If  we  had  that  Act,  thei*e  would  be  no 
difficulty  about  this  Bill,  and  I  am  quite 
satisfied  that  if  wo  had  the  assurance  that 
that  Bill  was  coming  back  to  us,  we 
would  be  relieved  of  the  embarrassment 
of  this  motion  ;  but  this  Bill  appears,  in 
some  mysteiious  way,  to  have  come  up 
here  as  a  substitute  for  the  other.  If 
that  is  the  case,  wo  ought  to  know  where 
we  are.  Is  it  due  to  our  reputation,  or 
is  it  due  to  the  character  of  the  Senate 
that  a  bill  should  be  kept  hanging  on 
that  way,  and  we  should  be  called  upon 
to  pass  another  bill  that  is,  perhaps,  un- 
necessary, if  the  other  is  given  the  force 
of  law  1  That  is  the  position  of  the  mat- 
ter ;  and  I  think  we  should  have  some 
statement  from  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  the  position  of  the  other  Bill 
which  has  passed  this  House,  and  to 
which  no  one  has  any  objection.  If  its 
operations  are  confined  to  building  and 
loan  societies,  although  the  language  of 
this  section  may  not  put  individiials  in 
any  worse  position  in  regard  to  ordinary 
loans,  still  it  is  desirable  to  have  that 
Bill  and  to  know  exactly  what  our  posi- 
tion is.  I  am  quite  sure  my  hon.  fdend 
would  not  press  his  motion  if  he  got  a 
satisfactory  assurance  that  that  Bill  is 
coming  back  to  us,  or  that  this  Bill  is  to 
be  held  in  hand  until  we  know  the  fate 
of  the  other  Bill  in  another  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  hope 
the  majority  of  this  House  will  allow 
this  Bill  to  be  read  the  second  time,  and 
to  go  to  committee,  not  that  I  believe, 
from  the  large  experience  I  have  had 
myself  of  the  working  of  the  loan  socie- 
ties generally — that  is,  of  the  respectable 
societies — that  the  Bill  will  accomplish 
much  in  the  direction  desired  by  its  pro- 
moters. I  am  not  one  of  those  who  be- 
lieve that  in  the  dealings  of  building 
and  loan  societies,  or  of  banks  or  private 
individuals,  that  there  is  so  much  fraud  or 
extortion  in  the  matter  of  money  lend- 
ing, as  has  been  asserted.  Money  has 
Hon,  Mr,  Dickey, 


become  so  plentiful  in  the  country,  and" 
loan  societies  have  multiplied  to  such  an 
extent,  that  there  is  too  keen  a  competi- 
tion amongst  those  societies  for  any  very 
extensive  extortion  to  be  practised  at  th& 
present  day.  At  the  same  time,  if  a  bill 
like  this  has  a  semblance  of  protection 
for  the  borrower  against  the  smaller  and 
less  scrupulous  societies,  it  is  desirable  that 
it  should  go  to  the  committee,  and  evils 
in  a  certain  quarter  may  be  checked  if  it 
is  passed  in  a  practical  shape. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— My  hon.  friend 
from  Amherst  (Mr.  Dickey)  has  made 
an  inquiry  of  the  mover  of  the  Bill  in 
reference  to  the  measure  that  passed  this 
Chamber  a  few  days  ago,  respecting 
building  and  loan  societies.  If  he  had 
heard  my  reply  to  the  hon.  member  from 
Hamilton  (Mr.  Hope),  he  would  have 
ascertained  the  fate  of  that  Bill.  It 
went  down  in  due  form  io  the  Commons, 
and  it  is  being  proceeded  with  in  the 
ordinary  way  there.  I  find  it  on  the 
order  paper  of  yesterday,  standing,  with 
a  number  of  other  bills,  for  second 
reading.  The  position  of  the  Bill  was 
simply  this :  That  House,  having  passed 
the  measure  now  before  us,  which  is- 
more  generally  applicable  in  its  terms 
than  the  Bill  originating  in  this  House, 
the  inclination,  thei*efore,  was  to  strike 
out  the  amendments  made  here  to  my 
Bill  and  pass  it  in  its  original  form,  and 
allow  those  amendments  to  form  the 
principle  of  this  Bill.  That  is  all  I 
can  state  about  it.  What  action  the^ 
House  may  take  on  the  question  I  do 
not  know,  but  that  is  the  course  they  are 
likely  to  take, 'so  that,  if  the  motion  of 
my  hon.  friend  should  prevail,  it  is  pos- 
sible we  may  have  no  restrictive  bill  at 
all  in  reference  to  those  companies.  I 
think  the  better  course  is  to  allow  the 
Bill  to  be  read  the  second  time,  and  be 
referred  to  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN— I  think  it  ought 
to  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Bill  which 
was  introduced  in  this  House  by  the  hon.. 
the  Seci*etary  of  State,  was  brought  in^. 
as  he  said,  just  now,  for  a  special  purpose, 
viz.,  for  the  relief  of  building  societies 
and  loan  companies  from  the  conse- 
quences of  certain  informalities  in  the 
returns  made  by  them,  and  which  were 
famished  by  them  to  the  Grovernment  ;. 
but  it  was  felt  that  the  resolutions  whiolv 
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were  proposed  as  amendments  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Prescott(Dr.  Brouse), 
not  now  in  his  place,  were  not  germane 
to  the  Bill.  The  measure  was  for  one 
special  purpose,  and  his  resolutions  were 
addressed  to  entirely  different  objects 
altogether,  but  I  think  there  was  a  very 
strong  feeling  amon<ipt  a  large  number  of 
gentlemen  in  this  House,  that  they  were 
anxious  and  willing  to  do  anything  which 
would  meet  the  just  wishes  of  the  House 
and  of  the  community  in  reference  to 
any  alleged  hardships  or  abuses  which 
were  said  to  exist  in  the  workings  and 
operations  of  these  societies,  and  it  was 
with  that  view  that  the  amendments 
which  were  proposed  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Pi-escott,  were,  with  some  few 
alterations,  concurred  in  by  a  large  ma- 
jority in  this  House.  But  it  was  felt,  at 
the  same  time,  that  it  would  be  very  dif- 
ficult to  make  that  Bill  really  consistent 
and  such  a  measure  as  it  ought  to  be,  by 
mixing  up  two  different  subjects.  There- 
fore, I  think,  while  the  feeling  of  all  of 
us  was  that,  if  the  Bill  of  Dr.  Orton, 
which  was  thjen  before  the  Commons, 
came  up  here,  and  should  accomplish  the 
objects  which  seemed  to  be  desired,  par- 
ticularly by  the  hon.  member  from  Fres- 
co tt,  it  would  be,  perhaps,  desirablo  to 
reduce  the  other  Bill  to  its  original  form 
and  adopt  this  one  instead.  I  should  be 
very  sorry  if  the  motion  which  has  been 
made  for  the  six  months'  hoist  should 
be  carried,  and  I  really  hope  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Hopewell  will 
be  persuaded  to  withdraw  it,  and  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  fairly  considered,  and  give 
also  to  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Prescott 
an  opportunity  to  be  pi*esent  at  its  dis- 
cussion. If  the  Bill  is  to  be  considered 
to  morrow,  I,  for  one,  do  not  see  the  jus- 
tice of  the  request  which  has  been  made 
by  several  hon.  gentlemen  that  private 
lenders  should  be  exempted  from  the 
operations  of  this  Bill.  If  cases  of  indi- 
vidual hardship  have  occurred  in  connec- 
tion with  the  operations  of  building  or 
loan  companies  in  their  transactions  with 
their  borrowers,  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  at  all  difficult  to  get  up  quite  as  many 
cases  of  hardship  between  piivate  lenders 
and  parties  borrowing  from  them.  I 
know  as  a  fact  that  money  has  been 
loaned  in  Toronto  at  2jf  per  cent,  per 
month  by  private  leiiders,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that,  if  hon.  gentlemen  like  my 
Hon.  Mr,  Allan. 


hon.  friend  from  Quints  were  equally 
zealous  in  hunting  wp  cases  of  that  kind, 
a  great  many  of  them  could  be  laid  be- 
foi'e  the  House.  Therefore,  if  it  is  pi-oper 
to  place  any  restrictions  or  safeguards  on 
the  loaning  of  money  by  corporations,  in 
order  to  protect  borrowers  from  any  risk 
of  harsh  or  oppressive  dealing,  it 
is  quite  as  necessary  and  only  just  and 
fair  that  the  same  rules  and  restrictions 
should  be  made  to  apply  to  private  lend- 
ers of  money  equally  with  corporate 
botiies. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ —I  think  we  need 
not  take  much  more  notice  of  the  Bill 
that  has  gone  to  the  other  House,  as  I 
see  it  has  taken  a  fortnight  to  get  to 
its  second  i*eading  there,  and  the  session 
is  drawing  to  a  close,  so  that  it  is  not 
likely  to  reach  its  final  stage. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— All 
the  business  of  that  House  will  be  dis- 
posed of  before  a  fortnight. 

Hon.  Mr.  RE  AD— Although  the  Bill 
was  sent  down  on  the  15th  of  this  month, 
it  has  only  been  set  down  for  second  reading 
on  the  28th.  But  it  is  whispered  around 
this  House  and  in  another  place,  that 
certain  gentlemen  came  down  from 
Toronto,  and  Toronto  gentlemen  control, 
more  or  less,  the  legislation  of  this 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER—I  desii-e  to 
make  one  or*  two  observations,  in  order 
to  remove  an  impression  which  seems  to 
prevail  among  the  members  from  the. 
Maritime  Provinces  that  this  legislation 
is  going  to  affect  straight  loans  on  mort- 
gages. It  has  no  reference  whatever  to 
such  loans ;  it  has  reference  merely  to 
the  loans  described  in  the  1st  section, 
which  I  will  read  for  the  information  of 
the  House : — 

«  1 .  "Whenever  any  principal  money  or  inter- 
est secured  by  mortgage  of  real  estate  is  by 
the  same  made  payable  on  the  sinking  fund 
plan,  or  on  any  plan  under  which  the  pay- 
ments of  principal  money  and  interest  are 
blended,  or  on  any  plan  which  involves  an 
allowance  of  interest  on  stipulated  repay- 
ments, no  interest  whatever  shall  be  charge- 
able, pajrable  or  reioverable,  on  any  part  of 
the  principal  money  advanced,  unless  the 
mortgage  contains  a  statement  shewing  the 
amount  of  such  principal  money  and  the  rate 
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of  interest  chargeable  thereon,  calculated  half- 
yearlj,  not  in  advance.'' 

1  wish  hon.  gentlemen  to  understand 
Klistinctly  that  this  Bill  will  not  affect 
the  loaning  of  money  upon  what  is  called 
utraight  morrgages  in  the  Maritime  Pro- 
vinces or  elsewhere,  and  it  will  not  affect 
the  rate  of  interest  in  Nova  Scotia,  which 
is  controlled  by  a  special  Act  of  Parlia- 
liament,  with  which  this  Bill  does  not 
interfere.  Therefore,  I  should  be  sorry 
it,  under  the  supposition  that  it  had  a 
different  effect,  any  hon.  gentleman  from 
the  Maritime  Provinces  should  vote 
4igain6t  the  Bill.  This  House  has  ap- 
proved of  the  principle  of  the  measure 
by  adopting  the  resolutions  amending 
Another  Bill,  lately  before  the  Senate, 
that  was  sent  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Hon.  xMr.  BOTSFORD— Asapplicable 
to  loan  societies. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Yes ;  but,  in  my 
opinion,  there  is  as  much,  if  not  gi*eater 
reason  why  this  principle  should  be  ap- 
tplied  to  individuals  loaning  money  on  the 
instalment  system  as  to  societies,  because 
they  are  much  more  likely  to  abuse  the 
power  which  they  possess  than  is  a 
•corporated  body.  The  House  having  ap- 
proved of  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  and 
there  being  some  danger  of  the  other 
measure  not  getting  through  the  Lower 
House,  I  certainly  think  the  Senate 
should  not  now  vote  for  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Hopewell  (Mr. 
McOlelan),  and  throw  out  the  Bill  alto- 
gether. If,  in  the  j  udgment  of  the  House, 
•  it  is  desirable  to  reject  this  Bill  (I  do 
not  take  an}  special  interest  in  it  myself), 
it  can  be  done  on  the  third  reading, 
which  can  be  postponed  until  a  con- 
venient period,  in  order  to  meet  the 
exigencies  of  the  case,  as  may  result  from 
the  fate  of  the  Bill  now  before  the 
Commons. 

Hon.    Sir  ALEX.   CAMPBELL-I 

•<lo  not  think  that  there  is  \h»  slightest 

danger  of  the  Bill  now  before  the  other 

House.     It  is  in  charge  of  the  Minister 

of    Justice,    and,   whatever    shape    the 

House  desires  that  measure  to  be  placed 

in,  it  will  be  dispose  of.     I  trust  that 

this  motion  of  the  hon.   member  from 

_ Hopewell  will  not  prevail,  because  this  is 

Hon.  Mr,  Miller. 


a  Bill  which  has  been  introduced  in  the 
other  House,  and  has  been  framed  with 
the  assistance  of  members  all  actuated  by 
the  desira  of  protectii^  the  borrower. 
It  was  introduced  adverselj  to  the  com- 
[mnies  and  in  the  interest  of  the  bor- 
rower. That  wag  the  object  with  which 
it  was  framed  in  the  other  House,  and 
the  view  with  which  it  comes  here. 
There  are  other  institutions  and  com- 
panies which  lend  money,  as  well  as  loan 
societies  —  life  and  fire  assurance  and 
other  companies.  They,  as  well  as  private 
lenders,  are  all  open  to  the  same  tempta- 
tions, and  should  be  placed  on  the  same 
footing  ;  and  that  is  the  gi-eat  advantage 
which  this  measure  Has  over  the  Bill 
that  was  introduced  here  and  sent  down 
to  the  Commons,  which  applied  only  to 
trust  and  loan  companies  and  building 
societies,  whereas  this  applies  to  all 
companies  and  to  private  persons.  If 
the  terms  are  not  just  and  fair,  let  us 
amend  it  in  committee,  but  do  not  throw 
out  a  measure  which  is  leally  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  borrower. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN  suggested 
that  the  debate  should  be  adjourned  for 
a  few  days,  and  then,  if  the  other  Bill 
passed  through  the  Commons,  his  motion 
could  be  withdrawn. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost,  on  a 
division^  and  the  Bill  was  read  the  second 
time. 

At  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  the 
chair. 


AFTER  BEOBSS. 


ONTARIO    REFORMATORY    FOR    BOYS 
BILL. 

THIRD   RBADINQ. 

The  House  went  into  Committ^  of 
the  Whole  on  BQl  (98)  "An  Act  re- 
specting the  Ontario  Reformatory  for 
Boys.** 

Hon.  Mr.  BtfREAU  reported  the 
Bill  from  Committee  without  amend- 
ment. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 
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PRINCE    EDWARD    ISLAND    REFORMA- 

TORY  FOR  JUVENILE  OFFENDERS 

BILL. 

IN  COMMITTEE. 

Tlie  House  went  into  Gomtnittee  of 
the  Whole  on  BiJl  (99)  **  An  Act  re- 
specting the  Reformatory  for  Juvenile 
Offenders  in  Prince  Edward  Island." 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  called  attention 
JU>  the  wording  of  the  4th  clause, 
which  provided  for  the  arrest  and  pun- 
ishment of  offenders  escaping  from  the 
reformatory,  on  proof  of  their  identity 
l)efore  the  Supi;pme  Court  or  stipendiary 
magistrate.  He  thought  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  have  juvenile  offend- 
ers brought  before  a  County  Court 
judge,  but  he  supposed  the  reason  why  it 
was  not  so  provided  was  that  County 
Court  judges  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
did  not  have  criminal  jurisdiction. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  said  the 
clause  was  conveniently  wordetl,  as 
there  was  no  stipendiary  magis- 
trate in  Prince  Edward  Island, 
except  at  Charlottetown,  where  the 
reformatory  would  be  situated,  and, 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond 
had  cori'ectly  stated.  County  Court 
judges  in  that  Island  did  not  have  ciim- 
inal  jurisdiction. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  the  Bill  had  been  framed  by  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  after  communication 
with  the  Attomey-Greneral  of  the  Island. 
He  would  allow  the  thii'd  reading  of  the 
Bill  to  stand  until  he  would  make  in- 
quiries on  the  matters  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  reported  the 
Bill  from  the  Committee  without  amend- 
ment. 

Ordered  that  the  Bill  be  read  the  third 
time  on  Monday  next. 


MARRIAGE    WITH    DECEASED    WIFE'S 
SISTER    BILL. 

DEFEATED   ON   SECOND   READING. 

The  Order  of  the  Day   having  been 

read  for  resuming  the  adjourned  debate 

on  the  Hon.  Mr.  Ferrier's  motion,  for  the 

second  reading  of  Bill  (30)  "  An  Act  to 

Hon,  ifr.  Bureau, 


legalize  marriage  with  the  sister  of  a  de- 
ceased wife/' 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT  said  The  hon. 
member  from  Amherst,  yestei-day,  moved 
a  resolution  to  postpone  this  measure 
over  the  present  session.  I  can  see  no 
good  reason  in  the  argument  that  he 
offered  on  that  occasion  why  this  Bill 
should  not  be  proceeded  with  the  present 
session.  The  hon.  gentleman,  if  I  under- 
stood him  rightly,  gave  us  to  understand 
that,  when  a  omn  married  a  woman,  they 
became  one  ffesh,  and  that  the  wife's 
sister  also  became  part  of  that  flesh.  I 
must  dissent  from  any  belief  of  that 
kind.  I  do  not  believe  in  a  man's  wife's 
sister  being  incorporated  into  a  wife  and 
husband  when  the  marriage  tie  is  made, 
and  I  trust  the  hon.  gentleman  will  par- 
don me  for  mentioning  the  matter,  if  I 
am  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  —  The  hon. 
gentleman  must  have  ipisundet stood  me. 
I  did  not  say  the  husbaud  and  his  wife's 
sister  were  one  flesh.  I  said  of  the  hus- 
band and  wife  that  they  twaih  should 
be  one  flesh. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT~I  think  that  there 
were  other  hon.  gentleqien  in  this  House 
who  understood,  as  I  did,  the  hon.  Sena- 
tor from  Amherst  to  say  that  the  wife's 
sister  stood  in  the  same  relation  to  the 
husband,  and,  so  far  as  the  reasoning  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  gees,  from  his  stand- 
])oint,  it  is  all  right  He  wants  this 
Bill  postponed  because  a  large  number 
of  petitions  have  'been  laid  before  the 
House  in  opposition  to  the  measure.  I 
have  paid  considerable  attention  to  those 
petitions  as  they  were  brought  before 
the  Senate,  and  I  did  not  hear  of  one 
of  them  asking  for  the  postponement  of 
the  Bill,  but  rather  that  it  should  not 
become  law.  There  is  bat  one  presented 
to-day  asking  for  its  postponement.  The 
question  now  is,  whether  any  benefit 
or  advantage  is  going  to  be  deiived  from 
postponing  this  Bill  until  another  session. 
If  a  certain  amount  of  agitation  has  been 
raised  already,  what  will  that  agitation 
be  between  now  and  next  session,  and 
is  it  actually  necessary  that  this  agitation 
should  be  set  on  foot  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  in  order 
to  induce    hon.   gentlemen  to  pass  this 
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measure?  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Amherst  suggested  that  we  should  now 
adopt  the  same  course  as  was  taken  by 
this  House  in  reference  to  the  Insolvency- 
Law  Repeal  Bill,  but  I  do  not  think 
thau  is  an  analogous  case  at  all,  as  it 
stood  in  an  entirely  different  position, 
'i  he  Insolvency  Hepeal  Bill  was  for  the 
purpose  of  abolLsbing  an  Act  that  we 
considered  to  be  injurious  to  the  country. 
'J  his  Bill  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
solving the  marriage  tie,  but  to  allow  a 
man  to  marry  his  deceased  wife's  sister, 
or  a  woman  to  marry  the  brother  of  her 
deceased  husVjand,  provided  that  they 
should  agree  to  do  so,  and  I 
do  not  see  that  we  should  do  any- 
thing to  prevent  it.  We  live  in  a  free 
country,  and  we  should  be  allowed 
to  think,  act  and  speak  for  ourselves  as 
long  as  we  keep  within  the  limit  of  the 
law.  I  am  considerably  advanced  in 
years,  and  I  have,  during  my  lifetime, 
known  several  cases  in  which  a  man  has 
married  his  deceased  wife's  sister,  and  in 
every  instance,  so  far  as  my  knowledge 
extends,  I  have  never  known  a  disagree- 
ment M  the  result  of  such  marriages. 
The  sister-in-law  is  far  preferable,  in  my 
opinion,  to  bring  up  the  children  of  her 
deceased  sister  than  any  woman  outside 
of  the  family.  I  have  noticed  also  that, 
when  widowers  have  married  the  second 
time,  not  with  the  sister-in-law,  the  nrst 
children  have  been  abused  and  driven 
from  home,  and  everything  has  been 
done  to  prevent  them  from  enjoying  any 
of  the  benefits  which  would  accrue  from 
the  property  of  their  father.  I  have 
known  some  very  hard  cases  indeed  of 
this  kind,  but  none  on  the  other  side  of 
the  question  Under  all  circumstances, 
a  man  shotrld  have  the  privilege  of 
marrying  whom  he  pleases,  so  long 
as  he  does  not  marry  an  actual 
relative.  I  believe  that  there  is  no 
affinity  between  the  deceased  wife  and 
her  sister.  When  the  wife  dies  she  is 
gone,  and  that  tie  is,  therefore,  severed 
just  as  much  as  is  the  tie  between  the 
husband  and  wife  severed  when  the 
wife  dies,  and  vice  versa  with  the  hus- 
band. This  being  the  case,  I  cannot  see 
why  we  should  object  to  this  measure. 
The  great  majority  of  the  petitions  that 
have  been  sent  m  against  the  measure 
have  come  from  the  Episcopal  Church. 
We  have  been  told  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
Hon.  Mr.  Flint. 


man  from  Montreal  that  the  position  of 
Roman  Catholics  in  Quebec  ia  this  :  That, 
while  the  chur-ch  can  grant  a  dispensa- 
tion to  allow  a  man  to  many  the  sister 
of  his  deceased  wife,  the  children  of  that 
issue  cannot  inherit  the  property  under 
the  civil  law.  Are  they  to  be  allowed 
to  remain  in  that  state  t  I  think  not.  If 
the  church  has  the  power  to  give  the 
dispensation,  they  ought  at  least  to  con- 
sent to  a  law  which  will  make  the  chil- 
dren by  the  marriage  with  the  deceased 
wife's  sister  heirs  to  their  father's  pro- 
perty equally  with  the  children  of  the 
first  wife.  If  they  wish  to  bow  to  the 
will  of  their  church  in  this  respect  it  is 
all  very  well,  but  they  should  not  insist 
that  we  Protestants  should  also  bow  to 
the  will  of  the  Church  of  Rome.  The 
Church  of  England  has  no  power  to  grant 
dispensations  such  as  the  Church  of  Rome 
has,  and  if  the  ministers  of  that  church 
desire  to  have  an  Act  passed  giving 
them  that  power,  they  should  say  so,  and 
then  we  can  understand  them,  but  they 
come  forward,  instead,  and  tell  us  they 
do  not  want  this  •  Bill  passed,  because  it 
is  contrary  to  Scripture.  Where  do  they 
get  the  Scripture  it  is  contrary  to  ?  It 
is  contrary  to  their  own  rule,  but  not 
to  Scripture.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Amherst  quoted  Scripture  last  evening 
to  shew  that  he  was  right,  and  I  want 
him  to  understand  that  there 
is  nothing  like  appealing  to  the 
law  and  to  the  testimony.  The 
eighteenth  chapter  of  Leviticus  and 
eighteenth  verse  is  the  authority  which 
is  quoted  as  forbidding  marriage  with  a 
deceased  wife's  sister.     It  reads  : — 

"  Neither  shall  he  take  a  wife  to  her  sister 
to  vex  her  and  uncover  her  nakedness  beside 
the  other  in  her  lifetime." 

Now,  what  is  meant  by  these  words  :  "  in 
her  lifetime  1"  It  simply  means  that  he 
should  not  marry  his  wife's  sister  during 
his  wife's  lifetime,  as  they  might  quarrel, 
but  he  could  take  the  sister  of  any  other 
woman,  as  a  matter  of  course.  He  could 
have  two  wives  under  that  dispensation. 
I  have  never  known  bub  one  case  where 
a  man  had  two  wives  at  the  same  time, 
and  they  did  not  quarrel.  It  is  such  a 
peculiar  case  that  I  will  mention  the 
circumstances.  A  farmer  living  back  of 
BrockvilJe,  was  said  to  have  two  wives. 
They  had  two  houses,  and  he  lived  with 
one  wife  one  week  and  with,  the  other  tUe 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Marriage  with  Deceased       [April  28,  1880.]  Wife's  Sister  Bill,  413 


next  week;  turn  abo.it.  He  had  two 
families  by  those  wives,  and  supported 
them  comfortably,  and  settled  them  all 
on  good  farms.  These  two  wives  did  not 
quarrel,  but,  as  a  general  rule,  there  would 
be  a  quarrel  between  the  first  wife  and 
the  second;  if  they  were  sisters  they 
would  quan-el  worse,  and  there  would  be 
a  great  amount  of  trouble  in  such  a 
household.  If  any  hon.  gentleman  can 
interpret  that  passage  of  Scripture  to 
mean  anything  else  than  what  it  says,  I 
should  like  to  hear  him  do  so.  I  am  no 
theologian ;  I  have  never  studied 
divinity,  but  T  have  studied  the  Bible 
some,  and  I  take  it  for  what 
it  says,  and  T  believe  it  says  just 
what  it  means.  The  hon.  gentleman 
quoted  several  passages  to  prove  that 
marriage  with  the  sister  of  a  deceased 
wife  is  prohibited,  but  I  do  not  think 
that  any  of  them  apply.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  you  refer  to  Matthew,  you  will 
find  that,  when  the  Sadducees  came  to  our 
Saviour  and  asked  him  about  the  woman 
who  had  seven  husbands,  which  of  them 
would  be  her  husband  in  Heaven,  he  did 
not  upbraid  the  woman,  nor  say  that  it 
was  wrong  for  her  to  have  had  seven 
husbands,  nor  did  the  Sadducees  ask  him 
to  do  so ;  but  they  asked  him  whose  wife 
she  would  be  in  the  resurrection. 
Christ's  reply  was  that  she  would  be  the 
wife  of  none  of  them,  but  would  be  as 
the  angels  in  heaven.  It  is  said  also 
that  there  is  no  law  by  which  a  man 
can  marry  his  deceased  brother's  wife. 
Well,  if  you  just  go  back  to  Deuter- 
onomy, you  will  find,  in  the  25th  chapter 
and  5tii  verse,  that  there  is  not  only  au- 
thority but  a  command  to  a  man  to 
marry  the  wife  of  his  deceased  brother. 
It  may  be  said  that  that  is  because  he 
has  to  raise  up  children  to  his  brother. 
It  may  not  have  been  the  man's  fault 
that  she  had  no  children.  Hon.  gentle- 
men may  laugh,  but  I  am  speaking 
seriously  on  this  subject,  though,  if  they 
continue  it,  I  may  be  tempted  to  put  in 
a  joke  occasionally.  If  the  man  refused 
to  marry  his  brother's  widow,  she  could 
unloose  the  shoe  from  her  foot  and  spit 
in  his  face.  He  was  bound  to  marry  her 
or  to  submit  to  this  degradation.  I  can- 
not see  anything  in  this  passage  which 
prohibits  a  man  from  marrying  his  de- 
ceased wife's  sister,  or  a  woman  from 
mariying  her  deceased  husband's  brother, 
Hon.  Mr.  Flint. 


and  why  should  it  be  so?  I  am 
strongly  in  favor  of  this  Bill,  and  I 
hope  that  hon.  gentlemen  will  consider 
well  before  they  throw  it  out  for  this 
session.  The  people  are  in  favor  of  this 
measure,  and,  if  they  were  asked  to  peti- 
tion Parliament  for  it,  the  House  would 
be  flooded  with  petitions.  But  no  one 
thought  it  was  necessary,  as  they  ex- 
pected it  was  only  reasonable  and  light 
that  a  bill  should  be  framed  so  as  not 
only  to  allow  those  marriages  to  take 
place,  but  to  legalize  all  that  had  taken 
place  before,  and  to  place  the  children  of 
such  mirriages  in  the  same  position  as 
the  childi*en  of  the  first  wife.  I  trust 
that  I  have  said  nothing  offensive  to 
anyone's  feelings  in  my  remarks,  as  I 
have  only  spoken  strictly  in  accordance 
with  the  dictates  of  my  own  conscience. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL— I  think  this  is 
too  grave  a  subject  to  be  treated  with 
levity.  It  is  a  question  of  very  great  im- 
portance— more  so,  perhaps,  ^an  any 
other  that  has  come  betore  this  House  this 
session,  or  in  any  previous  session  of 
Parliament,  aifecting,  as  it  does,  the 
social  relations  of  the  community  from 
one  end  of  the  Dominion  to  the  other. 
I  desire,  therefore,  to  record  my  reasons 
for  the  vote  which  I  shall  give  in  sup- 
port of  the  resolution  which  has  been 
submitted,  and,  before  1  proceed  to  state 
what  those  reasons  are,  I  will  first  refer 
to  the  petitions  which  have  been  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  member  who  last  ad- 
dressed us.  He  stated  that  none  of  those 
petitions  ask  that  this  measured  be  de- 
ferred, but  that  the  Bill  be  rejected. 
Now,  I  will  read  from  the  conclusion  of 
those  petitions,  one  of  which  I  hold  in 
my  hand,  what  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tioners is  : 

"  Finally,  your  petitioners  sabmit  that, 
before  any  alteration  is  made  in  the  marriage 
laws,  ample  opportunity  should  be  afforded  for 
the  full  consideration  of  a  subject  in  which  all 
persons  are  more  or  less  interested,. and  for 
the  presentation  of  their  objections  by  those 
who  are  opposed  to  any  change ;  that  no  such 
opportunity  has  been  afforded  with  respect  to 
the  Bill  now  before  your  hon.  House,  and 
that  for  this,  as  well  as  the  other  reasons 
herein  set  forth,  it  should  be  rejected. 

**  And  your  petitioners  will  ever  pray,  &c." 

With  regard  to  the  Bill,  as  I  have  already 
said,  I  consider  it  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance, demanding  ,  the  careful  and 
calm  consideration  of  your  honors,  which 
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it  is  the  peculiar  duty  of  this  House  to 
give  to  all  measures,  but  especially  to 
one  upon  which  opinions  appear  to  be 
So  divided.  I  do  not  intend  to  bring  into 
the  discussion  any  arguments  in  regard 
to  the  scriptural  objections  that  have 
often  been  raised  against  the  measure, 
opinions  npon  which  are  so  divided^  even 
amongst  those  supposed  to  be  best  quali- 
fied to  form  a  correct  judgment.  At  the 
same  time,  I  think  great  consideration 
ought  to  be  accorded  to  the  feelings  of 
those  entertaining  such  scruples,  sanc- 
tioned and  enjoined  as  the  interpretation 
they  contend  for  has  been  by  church  and 
state  for  so  many  centuries.  The  Bill, 
as  it  has  reached  us,  is,  in  some  respects 
less  objectionable  than  as  first  introduced 
in  another  place,  as  an  amendment  has 
been  made  reserving  the  rights  of  the 
issue  of  the  previous  marriage.  Still, 
whatever  arguments  may  be  adduced  in 
favor  of  a  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
sister,  that  with  the  brother's  wiiow  is 
far  more  objectionable.  This,  your 
honors,  is  the  first  time  this  measure  has 
ever  been  before  the  Dominion  Parli*^- 
ment  introduced  without  any  previous 
public  notice,  and  no  fair  opportunity 
afforded  for  obtaining  an  expression  of 
public  opinion  upon  the  question.  How, 
I  would  ask,  has  it  come  before  Parlia- 
ment ]  I  see,  by  reference  to  the  speeches 
reported  in  Uansard^  that  it  was  frankly 
admitted  to  have  been  instigated  by,  and 
introduced  on  behalf  of  a  lady,  who,  as  has 
been  said,  *'  Loving  not  wisely,  but  too 
well,"  knowingly  and  wilfully  placed 
herself  in  the  position  she  now  occupies, 
and  desired  that  her  act  should  be  now 
l^ali^ed  in  disregard  and  in  violation  of 
the  feelings  of  the  law-abiding  portion  of 
the  community.  Not  only  so,  but, 
having  issue  herself,  she  wished  to  divert 
from  her  sister's  children  to  her 
own,  the  inheritance  lawfully  belong- 
ing to  them.  {Ilamard^  page  291.)  Is 
this,  I  ask,  a  fitting  prelude  for  the 
introduction  of  such  a  bill  1  Does  it  not 
present  the  strongest  argument  against 
the  measure  ]  And  how  completely  does 
it  destroy  the  argument  that,  while  con- 
verting the  aunt  into  the  step-mother, 
you  retain  the  affections  and  kindly  feel- 
ings of  the  aunt  towards  her  sister's  off- 
spring, and  provide  the  fittest  person  to 
have  their  care  and  to  act  the  part  of 
guardian  and  protect  their  rights.  If  you 
Hon.  Mr.  Odetl. 


could  provide  that  no  issue  should  ensue,, 
or  if  there  were  no   previous  children, 
there  might  he  some  force  in  such  an 
argument,  but  if  issue  follows,  then  the* 
aunt    becomes    merged     in     the     step- 
mother, and  her  affections  naturally  be- 
come alienated  from  her  sister's  children^ 
to   her  own.     But,  aside  from  this  par- 
ticular case,  what  is  the  object  sought  to 
be   attained  by  this  Bill?     Clearly  the- 
relief  of  the  comparatively  few  who  can 
ever  be  in  a  position  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  privilege  of  contracting  such  mar- 
riages,  and  of  those  who  have  already 
openly  violated  the  law  and  disregarded 
what  many  hold  to  be  a  Divine   injunc- 
tion, and  in  opposition  to  what  I  believe 
to  be  the  wishes  and  feelings  of  a  lai^e 
majority   of  the  law-abiding  portion  of 
the  community.     I  am  glad  to  find  that, 
by  the  Bill,  as  it  has  reached  us,  the  ex- 
isting rights  of  the  children  of  the  first 
wife  have  been  preserved,  and  the  con- 
templated  spoliation,   openly  avowed  at 
its  introduction  in  another  place,  been 
fmstrated,   even   should    the    Bill  pass. 
What,  let  me  ask,  is  the  course  pursued 
in  regard  to  bills  of  a  local  nature  or 
affecting  a  few  individuals,  or  a  small 
portion  of  the  community  %    Have  we 
not  established  most  stringent  miles,  re- 
quiring not  only  public  notice  for  twa 
months  in  the  Gazette  of  the  nature  and 
provisions  of  any  such  bill  proposed  to 
be  introduced,  but  a  similar  notice  in 
both  languages,  French  and  English,  in 
one  or  more  newspapers  in  the  locality 
interested  t     Do  we  not,   by    the  5l6t 
rule,  require  certain  prescribed  formal- 
ities, as  regards  petitions  for  the  passing- 
of  such  bills,  to  be  complied  with  before 
even   the   petition  will  be  entertained  ? 
And  have  we  not  appointed  a  laige  and 
influential   committee,  whose  duty  it  is 
to  ascertain  that  all  those  preliminaries 
are    duly    attended  to  1     And   all   this 
machinery  has  to  be  put  in  motion  and 
worked  for  a  trivial  alteration  in  some 
act  of  incorporation — the  alteration  of 
a   road   or   the  building  of  a  bridge,  or 
some  such  purpose.     But  in  this  case  we 
are  asked  to  pass  a  bill  affecting  all  the 
social  relations  of  life  of  every  individual 
from  ocean  to  ocean — Cape  Breton,  in  the 
east,  to  Vancouver,  in  the  west — without 
any  previous  notice  whatever  that  such 
a   measure   was    contemplated.      Why, 
hon.  gentlemen,  if  a  publication  of  two 
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nionbhs  is  required  in  all  such  piivate 
and  local  matters,  twelve  months  would 
barely  suffice  for  proper  notice  in  a  mat- 
ter in  which  tl»e  whole  population, 
spread  over  this  vast  extent  of  country, 
is  deeply  interested.  And  I  hold  that 
this  51st  rule  is  applicable  to  this  case, 
as  it  refers  specially  to  bills  granting  any 
peculiar  lights  or  privileges,  or  affecting 
lights  of  property,  or  relating  to  any 
))articular  class  of  the  community.  I 
would,  therefore,  strongly  urge  the  adop- 
tion by  your  honoi*s,  in  this  case,  of  the 
same  course  pursued  last  session  in  re- 
gard to  the  Bill  to  repeal  the  Insolvent 
laws.  A  bill  like  the  present,  coming 
from  the  Commons,  backed  by  a  large 
majority,  and,  though  affecting  only  a 
portion  of  the  community,  it  was  de- 
cided that  time  should  be  afforded  for 
more  mature  consideration  and  for  in- 
formation as  to  what  its  effect  might  be, 
and  the  Bill  was,  accordingly,  postponed. 
How  much  stronger  and  more  forcible 
are  the  demands  for  delay  in  the  case  of 
a  measure  like  the  present,  affecting  the 
social  relations  of  the  whole  population 
of  every  class  and  of  every  creed,  creat- 
ing so  important  a  change  in  the  long- 
established  law  which  has,  so  far,  with- 
stood all  attempts  to  change  it  in  the 
Mother  Country,  and  ratified  and  con- 
firmed, as  it  has  been,  by  both 
Church  and  State  lor  so  many  centuiies. 
In  disscussing  a  question  of  this  nature, 
we  ought,  1  think,  to  be  in  a  great  mea- 
sure guided  by  the  course  pursued  in 
England.  Now,,  whatever  may  be  said 
in  regard  to  the  Statutes  passed  during 
the  reign  of  Henry  VIII  to  suit  the 
caprice  of  that  licentious  monarch, 
it  is  clear  that  since  the  passing  of  the 
Lyndhurst  Act,  in  1835,  marriage  with 
a  deceased  wife's  sister  is  made  illegal ; 
the  offence,  up  to  that  date,  was  con- 
doned, but  not  to  be  repeated.  Since  the 
passing  of  that  Act,  the  question  has  been 
repeatedly  brought  before  the  British. 
Parliament,  and  though  bills  introduced 
in  the  Commons  have,  in  several  in- 
stances, been  passed,  they  have,  on  a 
majority  of  occasions,  been  there  re- 
jected, and  have  been  invariably  re- 
jected by  the  Lords — whether  originating 
in  that  House  or  the  Commons.  The 
measure  was  rejected  in  the  Commons 
on  eight  occasions :  in  1842,  1849, 
18:>5,  1861,  1862,  1866,  1869,  1875, 
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and  bills  originating  in  the  Lords  on 
three  occasions,  1841,  1851,  and  again  bb 
late  as  1879.  Had  a  bill  to  legalize  such 
mariiages  become  law  in  EuglaQd,  then, 
I  think,  we  should  pass  a  similar  ona 
here  to  assimilate  our  laws. '  But,  pass- 
ing one  here,  would  be  altogether 
local  in  effect ;  give  no  rights  or  privi- 
leges, or  legalizes  the  marriages  there. 
In  addition  to  this,  I  desire  to  cal) 
especial  attention  to  what  has  hitely 
taken  place  in  England.  A  large  and 
influential  meeting  was  held  at  Stw 
James'  Hall,  London,  on  the  2dth  of 
February  last,  under  the  auspices  of  a 
number  of  lay  P«^ei-s,  Members  of  Paiiia- 
ment,  Queen's  Counsel,  delegates  from 
the  Established  Church  of  Scotland, 
Workingmen's  Society,  Workingmen^a 
Protestant  League,  Protestant  Election 
Union,  ami  Free  Chureh  Colleflce  of 
Glasgow.  At  this  meeting  the  question 
was  not  taken  up  as  a  party  question, 
not  as  a  church  qutistiou,  but  as  one  of 
social  order  and  morality.  The  fifst 
resolution  was  moved  by  Mr.  A.  C. 
S  win  ton,  representing  the  Greneral  As- 
sembly of  the  Kirk  of  Scotland,  and, 
with  permission,  I  will  read  an  extract 
from  his  remarks  in  introducing  the  re- 
solution : — 

<<  He  stood  th^re  as  the  representative  of  the 
church  and  people  of  Scotland.  He  rejoiced 
to  add  that  the  Free  Church  shared  with  the 
Establishment  in  the  intensity  of  its  convio- 
tions,  and  that  the  Church  of  Enja^land  was 
with  them  to  a  man.  What  was  proposed 
would  be  the  beginning  of  a  revolution  in  the 
social  life  of  the  community.  You  would  do- 
prive  orphaned  children  of  what  the  promotei^ 
of  the  Bill  declared  to  be  the  best  guardian- 
ship they  could  have.  The  interests  of  thou- 
sands of  Gk>d-fearing  men,  law-abiding  citisenSy 
would  be  saorifloed  to  the  desires  of  a  few.** 

Altogether,  four  resolutions,  all  con- 
demning any  change  in  the  existing  law, 
were  carried  by  overwhelming  majori- 
ties, thus  clearly  shewing  how  strong 
and  growing  a  feeling  exists  iu 
England  and  Scotland  against  any 
change  in  the  existing  law.  It 
may  be  argued  that  such  a  law  pre- 
vails in  Australia,  but  the  example  has 
not  been  followed  by  the  adjacent  col- 
onies of  New  Zealand  or  Natal,  in  both 
of  which  the  measure  failed ;  and  in 
Australia  it  never  became-  law  until 
twice  passed — the  first  Act  having  been 
disallowed,  and  only  receiving  the  Royal 
assent  on  being  passed  a  second  time.     I 
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do  not  think  we  should  go  to  so  distant 
u  colony  for  precedent,  but  rely  rather 
upon  the  example  of  the  Mother  Country, 
where  such  a  measure  has  always  failed 
to  meet  with  success.  The  Act  will  be 
especially  unfair  to  the  Episcopal  clergy 
who  have  no  power  of  dispensatiom,  and 
feel  precluded  from  solemnizing  such 
marriages  by  their  ordination  oath,  by 
the  established  tables  of  kindred  and 
aflSnity  and  the  canons  of  their  Church, 
and,  notwithstanding,  may  be  com- 
pelled to  perform  the  ceremony,  or  sub- 
mit to  penalties  that  may  be  imposed. 
Notwithstanding  the  short  period  which 
has  been  allowed  for  presenting  petitions, 
I  tind  that  upwards  of  sixty  have  been 
presented  against  the  Bill,  asking  that 
the  measure  may  be  postponed,  to  afford 
sufficient  time  to  learn  the  wishes  of  the 
country  at  large  upon  so  vital  a  question. 
These  petitions,  I  find,  -  by  a  printed 
sheet  laid  upon  my  table,  have  been  as- 
sailed in  a  roost  unjustifiable  manner  by 
a  Montreal  paper,  to  which  I  desire  to 
refer.  This  sheet,  in  referring  to  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  indulges  in  the 
following  remarks : — 

«  There,  perhaps,  never  was  a  measure  before 
Parliament  in  connection  with  which  public 
sentiment  in  its  favor  was  so  united  as  is  the 
case  in  connection  with  this  measure.  We 
had  in  the  press  of  the  Dominion  no  indica- 
tion of  any  hostile  sentiment.  With  singular 
unanimity  the  press  of  all  the  provinces  have 
either  warmly  approved  the  Bill,  or  have  been 
silent.  The  petitions  that  have  been  pre- 
sented, asking  for  its  postponement,  prove  the 
same  fact.  They  are  for  the  most  part  print- 
ed, shewing  a  regularly  organized  effort  to 
provoke  a  hostile  expression  of  opinion  ;  and 
yet,  although  they  only  ask  for  a  postponement 
of  the  measure,  which  many  persons  who  are 
favorable  to  it,  or  indifferent  upon  the  sub- 
ject,  might  sign,  and,  although  most  powerful 
influence  has  been  used  to  secure  signatures,  the 
result  has  simply  shewn  how  utterly  infinit- 
esimal is  the  opposition  to  the  measure." 

I  am  at  a  loss  to  perceive  how  the  pre- 
sentation of  sixty-one  petitions  against 
the  measure  from  sixty-one  different 
localities,  proves  that  **  the  public  senti- 
ment is  in  its  favor,  and  that  there  is  no 
indication  of  any  hostile  sentiment,"  as 
asserted  by  the  writer.  Again  the  writer 
goes  on  to  state  : — 

"  Had  there  been  any  such  opposition  as 
would  justify  the  eJenate  in  interposing  its 
veto,  after  .the  overwhelming  majority  in  its 
favor  in  the  House  of  Commons,  that  opposi- 
tion would  have  manifested  itself  in  a  much 
more  emphatic  way  than  has  been  shewn . " 
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To  this  I  would  remark  that,  by  petition 
is  the  only  legitimate  way,  the  only 
emphatic  way,  of  expressing  the  wishes 
of  the  public,  or  of  individuals,  to  Par- 
liament ;  and  this  course  has  been 
adopted,  so  far  as  the  limited  time 
allowed  has  rendered  practicable.  And, 
again,  that  "  the  postponement  would 
provoke  discussions  and  breed  heart- 
burnings which  evei*yone  would  de- 
plore." This  argument,  that  postpone- 
ment would  c^use  discussion,  is  alto- 
gether worthless.  Discussion  is  what  is 
requu*ed,  and  the  friends  of  the  measure 
ought  rather  to  court  discussion  than  repu- 
diate it.  The  measure,  if  a  good  one,  and 
in  unison  with  public  sentiment,  would 
lose  nothing,  but  thereby  gain  support. 
After  all  this,  what  do  wo  find  emanat- 
ing from  the  same  city  of  Montreal  ?  In- 
stead of  an  imaginary,  an  unmistakable 
"  regularly-organized  effort"  to  induce 
your  honors  to  sanction  the  Bill,  by  a 
number  of  printed  sheets  circulated  there 
for  signature,  handsomely  bound  and 
illuminated,  presented  to  this  House  as 
purporting  to  l>e,  and  entered  on  the  pro- 
ceedings, as  so  many  separate  petitions, 
whereas  they,  in  truth,  form  but  one 
and  from  one  single  locality.  The  whole 
number  of  petitions,  therefore,  in  favor 
of  the  measure  are  only  four — two,  at 
least,  from  the  same  locality ;  whereas 
there  are  sixty-one  agiinst  it,  from  sixty- 
one  different  localities.  I  desire  also 
to  call  attention  to  the  reasons  assigned 
in  this  petition  for  passing  the  Bill,viz: — 
"  Because  it  is  said  the  question  has  been 
before  the  world  for  years,"  and  "  the 
suspension  of  the  passage  for  twelve 
months  would  create  confusion  and  diffi- 
culty, and  affect  the  rights  of  many  citi- 
zens." Now,  if  as  is  stated, "  it  has  heen 
before  the  world  for  yeai-s,"  no  great 
calamity  has  ever,  in  consequence,  en- 
sued. Nor  is  it  likely  that  any  will 
occur  if  deferred  for  twelve  months 
longer.  Nor  need  we  anticipate  the  con- 
fusion or  difficulties  suggested.  And  as 
to  the  delay  affecting  "  the  rights  of  citi- 
zens," there  are  no  existing  rights  to  be 
affected.  I  might  well  retaliate  and 
apply  the  remarks  already  quoted,  that 
"  this  result  simply  shews  how  infilnitessi- 
mal  is  the  support  given  to  the  neasure, 
or  it  would  have  manifested  itself  in  a 
much  more  emphatic  way  than  has  been 
shewn   by    foui*   petitions."     I  feel  sure 
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your  honors  will  not  allow  youi'selves  to 
be  beguiled  by  this  attempt  to  ignore  the 
petitions  from  sixty-one  different  locali- 
ties, or  look  upon  Montreal  as  represent- 
ing the  whole  Dominion,  whatever  per- 
sonal interest  or  influence  may  be  there 
concentrated,  but  that  you  will  readily 
grant  the  reasonable  delay  asked  for  by 
the  resolution  before  the  House.  I  may 
say,  in  conclusion,  that  should  the  Bill  go 
to  a  committee,  I  give  notice  that  I  shall 
move  that  the  latter  part  of  the  first 
clause  be  amended  by  striking  out  the 
words,  "  or  the  widow  of  his  deceased 
"brother."  And  also,  shotdd  the  Bill  pass, 
that  a  clause  be  added  suspending  the 
operation  of  the  Act  until  it  shall  have 
received  Her  Majesty's  assent,  as  it 
would  be  highly  prejudicial  and  injurious 
should  such  a  measure  become  law  for  a 
{>hort  period,  and  be  afterwards  disal- 
lowed. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFABLANE— I  shall 
not  follow  my  hon.  friend  in  the  course 
that  he  has  taken,  because  I  imagine 
that  here  the  richest  field  foi  contro- 
versy has  been  abandoned  by  the  most 
■astute  scholars  in  the  world,  who  have 
pledged  their  reputation  as  linguists 
that  the  interpretation  of  the  Levitical 
law  will  bear  the  construction  that  we, 
who  advocate  this  measure,  put  upon  it. 
I  regret  that  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Amherst,  who  introduced  this  resolu- 
tion, did  not  move  the  six  months'  hoist, 
but  has  sought  to  win  support  for  his 
-cunningly-prepared  resolution,  which  he 
•could  not  obtain  by  a  direct  motion 
against  the  Bill.  I  believe  that  his  re- 
solution was  prepared  in  order  that  it 
might  catch  some  hopeful  support  like 
that  of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Richmond, 
who  frankly  told  us  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  sustain  the  Bill — with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  second  clause — and  yet 
was  prepared  to  vote  for  this  amend- 
ment 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  did  not  say 
anything  of  the  kind.  I  distinctly  stated 
that  an  important  portion  of  the  Bill  I 
was  decidedly  opposed  to. 

Hon,  Mr.  MACFARLANE— I  have 
already  said  that,  while  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman opposed  a  portion  of  the  Bill, 
he  was  not  opposed  to  the  first  part  of  it. 
He  said  that  he  agreed  to  the  portion  of 
the  Bill  which  permitted  marriage  with 
Hon.  Mr.  OdeU. 


the  sister  of  a  deceased  wife.  While  I 
do  not  see  the  same  objection  to  the  lat- 
ter part  of  the  Bill  that  some  gentlemen 
do,  T  cannot  see  the  close  or  doubtful 
affinity  that  some  do,  in  the  case  of  th<^ 
widow  of  a  deceased  brother.  Still, 
T  frankly  admit  that  there  are  objection- 
able features  in  connection  with  such  a 
marriage,  which  we  do  not  feel  in  con- 
nection with  the  firat  class  of  cases,  and 
lam  not  at  all  prepared  to  say  that  if  this 
Bill  goes  into  Committee,  I  would  not 
be  ready  to  sustain  my  hon.  friend's 
views  on  the  second  part  of  the  clause 
allowing  marriage  with  the  wife 
of  a  deceased  brother.  From  what 
has  been  argued'  here,  and  from 
the  pertinacity  with  which  some  hon. 
gentlemen  oppose  the  Bill,  you  would 
really  suppose  that  the  object  was  not 
merely  to  give  them  liberty,  but  to  com- 
pel them  to  marry  the  sisters  of  deceased 
wives.  You  would  suppose,  from  what 
they  say,  that  there  was  not  a  man  in 
the  country  who,  if  he  happened  to  lose 
his  wife,  would  not  be  compelled  to 
marry  her  sister,  if  she  had  one.  Now, 
hon.  gentlemen,  what  really  are  the 
causes  that  give  rise  to  such  a  disturb- 
ance? Who  are  the  parties  that  seek, 
here,  to  avail  themselves  of  the  privilege 
that  this  Bill  will  confer?  Is  it  the 
cases  of  young  and  thoughtless  persons 
in  the  hey-day  of  youth  t  How  many 
sad  scenes  do  we  find,  of  young  persons 
who  are  brought  together  without  pre- 
vious acquaintance,  and  who  rush 
into  wedlock  and  learn  the  truth  of  the 
old  adage,  *'  marry  in  haste,  and 
repent  at  leisure  ?"  We  know  many  of 
those  sad  cases ;  they  are  before  us  every 
day  ;  but  who  are  the  class  of  persons 
that  seek  relief  through  this  Bill  ?  The 
man  who  has  arrived  at  mature  age,  be- 
yond all  doubt.  He  has  been  wedded, 
and  must,  in  all  probability,  havQ  spent 
yeara  of  wedded  life.  His  wife's  sister 
will,  very  probably,  have  been  residing 
in  the  house  with  him.  Who,  1 
ask,  could  be  found  to  whom  the  wife,  in 
her  last  moments,  would  so  carefully  en- 
trust her  children  as  to  her  sister  ?  But 
who  is  the  sister?  In  all  probability 
she,  too,  is  a  lady  of  mature  and  ripened 
years — very  likely  an  aged  spinster; 
probably  one  who,  for  years,  has 
been  on  intimate  terms  of  acquaintance 
with  her  sister's  husband.  Hav- 
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in;:C  known  an«l  carefully  studied 
each  other's  qualities,  anil  having 
made  up  their  minds  that  they 
were  adapted  to  each  other,  if  they 
conclude  to  marry,  who  can  doubt  that 
such  a  conclusion  is  the  result  ol  mature 
experience,  and  that  such  a  marriage 
would  be  a  happy  one  ]  We  have  all 
seen  cases  of  men  who  did  not  marry 
their  deceased  wife's  sister,  and  whose 
experience  Wris  unfortunate.  But  while 
I  know  a  great  many  who  have  married 
their  deceased  wives'  sisters,  I  am  not 
aware  of  a  solitary  instance  in  which  the 
parties  were  not  happy.  But  what  is 
the  consequence  of  the  law  as  it  is  at 
present  1  The  hon.  Senator  from  Wood- 
stock tohl  us  yesterday  that  these  mar- 
riages are  continually  being  con- 
ti-acted  all.  over  Canada.  What 
do  parties  do  who  desire  to  con- 
tract those  man-iages]  They  simply 
go  across  the  border,  where  such  mar- 
riages can  be  contracted  and  are  legal, 
and  they  do  so,  feeling  and  believing 
that  there  is  no  moral  stain  upon  them. 
They  feel  thit  they  transgress  no  law  of 
God  or  man,  and  that  there  is  no  blood 
relationship  between  them.  If  some 
hon.  gentleman  had  had  the  boldness  to 
introduce  a  law  to  restrict  marriages  be- 
tween cousins,  I  am  not  sure  but  that  it 
would  benefit  the  country.  Who  can 
have  failed  to  observe  the  effects  of  ill- 
assorted  marriages  of  cousins  and  other 
blood  relations]  Who  can  have  failed 
to  have  seen  the  sad  results  of  such  mar- 
riages, such  as  often  happens^ — deformed 
children  —  and  yet  is  there  any  law  to 
prevent  these  unions  1  What  is  to  prevent 
a  widower  marrying  his  cousin,  a  blood 
relation,  who,  perhaps,  has  taken  charge 
of  his  children  1  Is  there  anything  in 
such  a  maniage  that  is  considered 
immoral ;  or  does  anyone  think  there  is 
any  immorality  in  a  man,  who  has  lost 
his  wife,  living  in  the  same  house  with 
his  cousin  1  While  the  sad  effects  of  the 
marriagas  of  blood-relations  are  seen  and 
felt  all  over  the  country,  the  results  of 
marriages  such  as  are  intended  to  be 
legalized  by  this  Bill,  are  exactly  in  the 
0])posite  direction.  My  hon.  friend  says 
that  we  should  be  guided  in  our  legisla- 
tion by  the  experience  of  England,  but 
what  is  the  state  of  society  there  ?  Who 
does  not  know  you  have  there  a  domin- 
ant church,  which  rules  and  controls 
Iloru  Mr.  Macfarlane. 


the  social  life  of  the  country  ? 
Who  does  not  know  that,  in  the 
House  of  Commons  of  Great  Britain, 
where  bills  of  this  kind  have  been  carried 
seven  times 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Four  times. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE— I  shall 
give  the  very  best  authority,  the  author- 
ity of  Lord  Houghton,  who  says  that 
such  bills  have  passed  the  House  of  Com- 
mons seven  times. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL— It  is  a  mistake. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE— It  is  a 
statement  which,  I  imagine,  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  not  be  able  to  gainsay. 
Here  is  what  Lord  Houghton  says,  in  a 
speech  delivered  on  a  second  reading 
similar  to  this,  on  the  6th  May,  1879  : — 

<*  Seven  times  has  the  will  of  the  people 
been  expressed  by  various  majorities,  some- 
times  approaching  one  hundred  in  support  of 
these  bills,  and  seven  times  have  they  been 
rejected  by  the  House  of  Lords.  That, 
assuredly,  is  not  a  satisfactory  position  in 
which  to  leave  that  question,  and,  in  the 
meantime,  these  marriages  are  multiplying 
every  day." 

Now,  what  does  this  eminent  authority 
that  I  have  quoted  state  in  his  speech  1 
That  these  Bills  were  introduced  not  ao 
much  to  relieve  the  aristocracy  of  any 
disability,  but  rather  to  relieve  the  poor 
classes  of  the  people  who  reside  in  the 
rural  parts  ot  the  country,  and  not  so 
much  residents  of  large  cities  and  towns, 
where  they  have  a  large  field  to  form 
their  connections  in.  In  the  rural  dis* 
trict<s,  where  a  man  has  found  a  friend 
in  his  deceased  wife's  sister,  be  clings  to 
her,  and  she  is  able  to  help  him  to  pro- 
vide for  his  children.  That  has  proved 
to  be  the  case  in  England,  and  it  is 
equally  so  in  this  country.  Now, 
has  any  gentleman  been  able 
to  shew  that  bad  results  have 
arisen  from  the^e  marriages  across  the 
border,  where  they  are  permitted  by  law  ? 
Yet  there  the  law  affects  forty  or  fifty 
millions  of  people ;  and  who  has  ever 
heard  a  complaint  that  any  woman  has 
been  found  to  try  to  strip  her  deceased 
sister's  children  of  their  property  1  Such 
cases  may  occur.  I  do  not  say  that 
there  are  not  bad  sisters-in-law,  just  afl 
well  as  other  people  ;  but  what  I  do 
mean  to  say  is,  that  the  widower  who 
has  had  a  good  opportunity  of  becoming 
acquainted  with  the  siste  •  of  his  deceased 
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wife,  and  especially  if  Hhe  has  resided 
in  his  house — there  is  no  one  whose  char- 
acter he  ought  to  be  more  familiar  with, 
being  in  a  position  to  know  whether 
she  would  make  him  happy  or  comfor- 
table if  she  became  his  wife,  in  such  a 
case.  I  say,  he  should  not  be  prevented 
by  law  from  contracting  such  a  marriage. 
I  shall  not  labor  the  Bill,  but  in  every 
view  that  I  can  take  of  it,  we  arc  re- 
moving by  it,  as  we  are  bound  to  remove, 
the  shackles  or  restrictions  that  prevent 
men  from  selecting  their  partners  in  life 
when  there  is  no  blood  affinity  in 
consideration.  The  only  valiil  objection 
to  marriage  is  where  the  blood  relation- 
ship is  so  close  that  it  is  likely  to  affect 
the  offspring.  With  these  views,  I  have 
great  pleasure  in  supporting  the  Bill  of 
my  hon.  friend,  who  we  may  well  call 
the  Nestor  of  the  House.  I  am  sure 
that,  if  the  hon.  Senator  from  Montreal 
(Mr.  Ferrier)  thought  there  was  any 
immorality  about  it,  he  would  be  the  last 
one  to  be  found  advocating  this  Bill. 
In  his  long  life  and  extended  experience, 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  the  Nestor  of  the 
House.  He  has  had  more  and  longer 
opportonities  than  any  other  member  to 
judge  of  the  ilelief  that  it  will  give,  and 
I  am  quite  sure  that'  any  hori.  gentleman 
in  bustaining  the  Bill  introduced  by  that 
hon.  gentleman,  will  have  no  cause  to  re- 
gret it.  Entertaining  these  views,  I 
shall  certainly  record  my  vote  against 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Amherst,  and  in  favor  of  the 
Bill,  and,  if  the  measure  should  be  car- 
ried, as  I  trust  it  will,  when  it  is  referred 
to  committee  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
assist  in  expunging  any  objectionable 
features  that  it  may  contain. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  am  sure  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  resumed  his 
seat  has  no  desire  to  misrepresent  what 
I  said,  and  I  can  only  conclude,  as  he 
expressed  it  himself,  that  he  could  not 
have  understood  the  plain  statement 
that  I  made  to  the  House  yesterday. 
What  I  did  say  on  that  occasion  was 
that  I  was  in  favor  of  legalizing 
marriage  between  a  man  and  his  deceased 
wife's  sister  if  there  was  any  immediate 
haste  for  doing  so  ;  but  that  in  the  face 
of  the  very  respectable  memorials  that 
have  been  presented  from  every  portion 
of  the  country,  and  in  the  face,  also,  of 
the  conflicting  counsels  that  prevail  in 
Hon.  Mr,  Mac/arlane, 


regard  to  the  details  of  the  Bill  among 
the  heads  of  another  very  large  denomin- 
ation, I  thought  that  my  proper  course 
was  to  vote  for  the  postponement  of  the 
treasure  for  another  session.  I  also  said 
that  I  was  decidedly  opposed  lo  that 
portion  of  the  Bill  which  was  intended 
to  legalize  the  marriage  of  a  man  with 
the  widow  of  his  deceased  brother.  1 
could  not,  under  any  circumstances, 
vote  for  the  second  j>ortion  of  the  Bill. 
Neither  can  I  understand  how  any  mem- 
ber can  support  the  second  reading  of 
the  measure,  who  is  not  in  %vor  of  the 
whole  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLINE— I  did 
not  at  all  misunderstand  the  hon.  gentle- 
men. The  statement  which  I  made  is,  I 
think,  entirely  in  harmony  with  the 
explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  question 
before  the  House  is  whether  we  shall 
support  the  resolution  of  the  hon.  gen^- 
tleman  from  Amherst,  to  defer  this  Bill 
until  another  session,  or  whether  we 
shall  pass  it  once ;  and,  probably, 
strictly  speaking,  a  discussion  of  the 
merits  of  the  Bill  is  not  altogether 
necessary.  The^'e  is  a  good  deal  of  force 
in  what  was  said  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Richmond,  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  enter  into  any  very  elaborate 
discussion  of  the  merits  of  the  measure, 
but  thaiv  we  should  simply  decide 
whether  we  should  not  postpone  it,  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  not  absolutely 
necessary  to  pass  it  now.  There 
is  a  great  deal  of  authority  on 
the  subject.  A  somewhat  similar  Bill 
has  been  discussed  several  times,  and 
with  great  ability,  in  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament. This  Bill  has  also  been  debated 
in  the  other  branch  of  this  Legislature, 
and  has  been  discussed  in  some  letters  pub- 
lished by  Judge  Loranger,.  of  Montreal, 
in  the  Montreal  Minerve,  probably  with 
greater  ability  and  accuracy  than  by 
any  other  gentleman  in  this  country.  I 
feel  that,  while  that  is  true,  and  mem- 
bers in  this  House  can  get  access  to  all 
the  authorities  on  the  subject,  the  public 
at  large,  who  are  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion, if  the  resolution  of  thejhon.  Senator 
from  Amherst  passes,  have  not  the  means 
of  getting  at  those  authorities,  and  I 
think  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  it  is  the 
duty  of  gentlemen  who  are  in  favor  of 
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postponement,  to  supply  to  the  public 
some  materials  upon  which  they  may 
base  their  judgment.  I  do  not  propose, 
however,  to  delay  the  House  for  any 
great  length  of  time.  We  are  asked  .to 
pass  this  Bill  at  once.  JJow,  unless 
there  ai*e  circumstances  of  peculiar 
urgency,  aside  from  the  nature  of  the 
Bill,  I  do  not  think  that  we  should  do 
so ;  and,  when  we  come  to  look  at  the 
circumstances,  I  do  not  think  that  they 
will  be  found  to  be  of  that  character. 
There  is  no  very  strong  popular  feeling 
in  favor  of  the  measure  outside  of  Par- 
liament ;  in  fact  there  was  none  of  any 
kind  until  this  Bill  was  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  case  is  not 
the  same  as  in  England,  where  petitions, 
signed  by  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
I>ersons,  were  presented  to  Parliament  on 
the  subject.  There  were  no  petitions 
))resented  here  before  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced in  the  other*  House,  and  since  then 
a  great  majority  of  the  petitions  have 
been  a;^ainst  the  measure.  It  has  been 
said  til  at  this  Bill  is  in  favor  of  the  fair 
sex.  I  do  not  think  that  thei-e  is  any 
evidence  in  support  of  that  asser- 
tion ;  and  I  think  that  the  majority 
of  that  sex  are  altogether  opposed 
to  the  Bill.  We  cannot  be  asked  to  pass 
this  Bill  in  a  hurry  because  of  the  ex- 
istence of  a  similar  law  in  England.  The 
fact  is  the  reverse ;  instead  of  assimilat- 
ing our  law  to  that  of  England,  we 
should  be  making  it  different  Aside 
from  the  merits  of  the  Bill,  the  only  rea- 
son why  we  should  pass  it  this  session  is, 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  introduced 
it  in  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature 
is  very  popular,  very  much  liked  by  his 
brother  members,  and  very  resolute  and 
determined  in  carrying  his  point.  While 
he  deserves  all  credit  for  that,  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  any  special  reason  why 
we  should  support  this  Bill.  I  think  we 
should  consider  the  measure  on  its 
own  merits,  and  not  otherwise.  Looking 
at  the  somewhat  revolutionary  char- 
acter of  the  Bill,  I  do  not  think 
we  should  pass  it  this  session,  unless  some 
urgent  necessit  y  is  shewn  for  it.  No  such 
necessity  has  been  shewn,  nor  even  al- 
leged to  exist.  In  the  case  of  the  In- 
solvent Act  last  year,  which  has  been  re- 
ferred to  by  some  two  or  three  hon.  gen- 
tlemen, it  might  have  been  stated  that 
ihere  was  some  necessity  for  haste,  be- 
Hon.  J/r.  Pat/ber. 


cause  it  might  be  claimed  that  the  busi- 
ness of  the  country  was  suffering  ;  but 
there  is  no  such  urgency  in  this  case.  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentle- 
men who  may  be  disposed  to  support  the 
principle  of  tie  Bill,  to  the  fact  that,  to 
my  mind,  at  any  rate,  even  if  the  prin- 
ciple should  be  admitted  as  correct,  this 
is  not  the  bill  which  ought  to  pass. 
The  measure  is  illogical  and  incon- 
sistent. It  allows  a  man  to  marry 
the  sister  of  his  deceased  wife,  whilst 
it  does  not  allow  him  to  marry  her 
niece,  though  the  niece  is  a  degree 
further  removed  than  the  sister. 
If  the  Bill  is  to  be  altered  at  all,  it 
should  be  changed  to  include  the  niece. 
I  do  not  think  we  are  bound  to  under- 
take, at  this  stage  of  the  session,  to 
manufacture  a  new  Bill.  Then^  the 
second  section,  if  hon.  gentlemen  will 
look  at  it,  is  ex  post  facto  legislation, 
which  is  always  reprobated  in  England, 
and  is  forbidden  by  the  constitutions 
of  the  different  states  of  the  neighboring 
republic.  This  second  section  interferes 
with  the  rights  of  persons  acquired  under 
the  existing  law,  and  interferes  with 
those-  rights  on  behalf  of  persons  who 
have  broken  that  law.  I  think  it  is  un- 
just and  improper.  But,  even  in  this,  the 
Bill  is  illogical,  because,  while  it  legal- 
izes cei*tain  marriages  contracted  between 
men  and  the  sisters  of  their  deceased 
wives,  it  does  not  legalize  all  of  them,  as 
will  be  seen  by  reacUng  the  second  sec- 
tion. I  should  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senator  from  Fredericton  (Mr. 
Odell)  to  the  fact  that  he  was  in  error 
when  he  said  that  the  Bill  did  not 
affect  e-xisting  rights  of  children. 
The  section  says :  "All  such  marriages 
heretofore  contracted,  the  pai*ties  whereto 
are  living  as  husb^d  and  wife  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall  be 
held  to  have  been  lawfully  contracted." 
If  lawfully  contracted,  the  children  of 
such  marriages  would  share  in  the  pro- 
perty, as  well  as  the  children  of  the  former 
wives. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL— Is  there  not  a 
proviso? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No;  it  has  been 
struck  out.  If  a  marriage  of  this  sort 
was  contracted  five  or  six  years  ago,  and 
children  were  born,  and  one  of  the  par- 
ties died,  those   children  would  be  ille- 
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gitimate,  wJiilo,  if  both  of  the  parties 
were  alive,  their  children  would  be 
legitimate  Now,  I  do  not  think  any- 
thing could  be  more  illogical  or  unfair 
than  that  part  of  the  Bill.  Another  cir- 
cumstance connected  with  it,  which  has 
been  adverted  to  by  some  hon.  gentlemen 
who  have  spoken,  is,  that  it  di&ers  from 
the  Bills  introduced  in  England,  and  I 
believe  from  those  passed  in  Australia, 
inasmuch  as  it  l^alizes  marriage  with 
the  widow  of  a  deceased  brother.  That 
is  repugnant  to  the  sense  of  right  and 
propriety  of  almost  every  man,  and  is 
something  that  I  hope  will  not  pass  tlas 
House.  With  reference  to  such  mar- 
riages, in  addition  €b  the  arguments  used 
against  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
sister,  there  ai*e  a  number  of  others. 
There  is  an  express  prohibition  in  Scrip- 
ture. The  hon.  gentleman  from  Belle- 
ville (Mr.  Flint)  was  not  able  to  find  a 
prohibition,  but,  instead  of  looking  at 
the  eighteenth  section  of  chap.  18  of 
Leviticus,  he  should  have  looked  at  the 
16th,  where  he  would  have  found  an 
express  prohibition  of  marriage  with  the 
widow  of  a  deceased  brother.  In  the  2 1  st 
verse  of  the  same  chapter  it  is  pronoun- 
'  ced  an  unlawful  thing,  and  the  punish- 
ment is,  that  the  couple  should  be 
without  children.  The  hon.  gentleman 
referred  to  the  passage  in  Deuteronomy 
as  exceptional.  Now,  to  my  mind,  the 
exception  in  this  instance  proves  the 
general  rule.  I  am  confirmed  in  that 
belief  by  the  fact  that,  in  the  twenty- 
seventh  chapter  of  Deuteronomy,  twenty- 
third  verse,  there  is  a  very  serious  con- 
demnation against  persons  who  are 
guilty  of  a  similar  ofience.  As  I  under- 
stand the  Senator  fi-om  Belleville,  he 
argued  that  the  Scriptures  do  not  recog- 
nize affinity  at  all.  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Cumberland  (Mr.  Macfarlane) 
seemed  to  take  the  same  ground.  Now, 
in  the  eighteenth  chapter  of  Leviticus, 
fourteenth  verse,  I  find  that,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  wife  of  an  uncle,  intercourse 
with  whom  is  forbidden,  she  is  described 
as  one  "  who  is  joined  to  thee  by  affinity." 
The  Scriptures  very  strongly  recognize 
the  relationship  of  affinity.  In  the 
seventeenth  section  of  the  same  chapter 
of  Leviticus,  and  in  other  places  whei'e  the 
relationship  is  merely  one  of  affinity, 
it  is  held  that  the  flesh  of  the  husband  is 
the  flesh  of  the  wife,  and  that  intercourse 
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with  certain  relatives  of  the  wife  is 
incest  On  this  point,  I  will  call  atten- 
tion to  a  letter  which  was  published  in 
the  Globe  the  other  day,  by  Mr.  Hirsch- 
felder,  a  Jewish  gentleman  living  in 
Toropto,  a  man  of  considerable  promin- 
ence in  the  Jewish  body,  who  is  in  favor 
of  marriage  with  the  sister  of  a  deceased 
wife.  Speaking  of  marriage  with  the 
widow  of  a  deceased  brother,  he  says  : — 

"  Takipg  all  things  Into  consideration,  I 
cannot  see  upon  what  grounds  the  law  pro- 
hibiting  an  alliance  of  a  brother  with  a  de- 
ceased brother's  widow  can  be  abolished,  un- 
less it  is  upon  the  supposition  that  the  Mosaic 
marriage  laws,  like  some  other  laws,  were 
jovXy  intended  for  the  ancient  Israelites,  and, 
therefore,  have  no  force  now. 

*'  Now,  Mr.  Editor,  in  order  to  comprehend 
fully  the  force  of  many  of  the  Mosaic  laws,  it 
is  necessary  to  divide  them  into  three  princi- 
pal classes  : — (I)  Precautionary  laws;  (2) 
Sanitary  laws  ;  (3)  Moral  laws.'* 

•  9  •  •  .  • 

<<  To  the  third  class  belong  all  such  laws 
which  are  conducive  to  foster  morality,  and, 
as  might  be  naturally  expected,  they  are  by 
for  the  most  numerous.  Now,  I  think  it  will 
hardly  be  denied  that  the  observance  of  these 
laws  are  just  as  binding  to  Christians  as  to  the 
Jews,  and  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  at  once 
that  the  marriage  laws  must  certaihly  belong 
to  this  class,  and,  if  such  is  the  case,  I  can 
hardly  see  how  the  law  prohibiting  <  a  brother 
manying  his  brother's  wife  '  can  consistently 
be  abolished .  There  are,  certainly,  very  strong 
gprounds  to  be  urged  against  such  alliances  ; 
but,  as  I  have  above  stated,  it  is  impossible  to 
notice  them  in  a  newspaper  article." 

I  think,  hon.  gentlemen,  enough  has  been 
said  to  shew  that,  as  rc^rds  marriage 
with  the  widow  of  a  deceased  brother, 
there  can  be  no  reasonable  doubt  as  to 
the  law  laid  down  in  the  Scripture. 
As  to  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
sister,  the  scriptural  argument  has  been 
dealt  with  already  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Amherst,  and  has  been  dis- 
cussed in  the  other  House  and  elsewhere, 
and  hon.  gentlemen  are  quite  familiar 
with  it  ;  but  there  is  one  point  to  which 
attention  has  been  called,  to  a  certain 
extent,  and  to  which  I  shall  agaio  refer  ; 
that  is  this  fact  :  that,  whatever  tho 
Jewish  law  on  this  subject  may  have 
been,  there  is  no  doubt  as  to  what  the 
Christian  law  has  been.  One  of  the 
greatest  changes  that  was  made  by  the 
change  from  the  Jewish  to  the 
Christian  dispensation,  was  in  tho 
elevation  of  the  married  state. 
The  marriage  tie  was  made  more  sacred. 
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and  the  union  between  husband  and  wife 
rendered  more  intimate  and  more  diffi- 
cult, to  dissolve.  Divorce,  which  had 
been  allowed  in  the  old  law,  was  not 
tolerated  in  the  new.  Polygamy,  which 
had  existed  under  the  old  law,  was^done 
away  with,  and  husband  and  wife  were 
declared  by  the  Redeemer  himself  to  be 
one  flesh.  Looking  back  on  ecclesiastical 
history,  we  find  that,  at  a  very  early  date 
in  the  history  of  the  church,  the  canon  law, 
in  dealing  with  the  question  of  marriage, 
placed  the  relations  of  wives  in  exactly 
the  same  position  as  those  of  the  husbands 
themselves.  Not  later,  I  think,  than 
about  300  years  after  tiie  Christian  era,, 
we  find  the  law  in  that  position,  and  for 
hundreds  of  years  the  canon  law  was  'as 
strict  as  this — that  mariiage  was  forbidden 
not  only  between  those  who  were  nearly 
related  by  blood  or  affinity,  but  between 
persons  related  by  blood  or  affinity  as 
far  as  the  seventh  degree,  and  it  was  only 
at  the  fourth  council  of  Lateran,  in  the 
beginning  of  the  thirteenth  century,  that 
the  prohibition  was  limited  to  the  fourth 
degree.  Now,  this  canon  law  was  the 
law  of  all  Europe  up  to  the  sixteenth 
century.  It  was  recognized  by  cap.  22, 
of  the  25th  year  of  Henry  the  Eighth, 
and  by  a  subsequent  statute  of  that 
monarch,  as  the  law  of  England,  and  it 
has  so  been  accepted  down  to  the  present 
day.  It  was  said  by  the  Senator  fi-ohi 
Alma  (Mr.  Penny)  that,  up  to  1835,  the 
time  that  Lord  Lyndhui-st's  Act  was 
passed,  such  marriages  were  not  void,  but 
were  voidable.  He  w  iu  error  in  that. 
They  were  void,  but  they  had  to  be 
declared  so  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Court, 
and  this  Act  of  Lord  Lyndhurst's  declared 
them  void  in  the  eyes  of  the  common 
law,  without  any  action  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Courts.  In  order  to  shew  what  the 
sentiment  of  the  early  Christian  world 
was  on  this  subject,  we  cannot  go  to  any 
better  authority  than  the  Greek  Church. 
In  that  church  they  preserve  most  of  the 
old  practices  and  discipline  of  the  early 
church,  and,  in  the  Greek  Church,  those 
marriages  are  absolutely  void.  It  was 
not  until  the  middle  ages,  and  after  a 
tttroggle  that  endured  for  some  time, 
that  the  right  of  the  Popes  to  grant  dis- 
pensations for  such  marriages  was  recog- 
nized ;  but  the  church  has  always 
been  hostile  to  them.  As  an  argu- 
ment in  favor  of  this  Bill,  we 
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have  been  referred  to  the  practice 
in  the  United  States,  and  also,  I  think, 
to  the  practice  in  Germany.  Now,  I  do 
not  think,  when  we  want  a  model  for  our 
social  life,  we  should  go  to  the  United 
States.  I  do  not  think  the  morals  of 
that  country  are  such  as  to  induce  us 
to  follow  in  their  footsteps,  but  very 
much  the  reveree.  Whatever  good  things 
there  may  be  in  the  United  States,  I 
do  not  think  that  their  domestic  morality 
is  more  admirable  than  our  own,  or 
anything  that  we  should  l>e  anxious  to 
imitate  ;  and  Prussia,  which,  I  think,  is 
the  only  country  whore  those  marriages 
are  allowed  without  any  dispensation,  is 
undoubtedly  the  most  immoral  country 
in  Europe.  A  very  singular  argument 
was  used  by  the  Senator  from  Bellexille 
(Mr.  Flint),  that  if  we  allowed  this  Bill 
to  si  and  over  for  another  year,  there 
would  be  a  great  deal  of  agitation  against 
it.  That  seems  a  very  extraordinary 
argument.  I  am  surprised  that  a  gen- 
tleman, who  is  generally  so  ready  to 
recognize  the  right  of  the  people  to  be 
heard,  should  take  such  a  position  in 
this  instance. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  did  not  say  that 
there  would  be  an  agitation  against  the 
Bill.  I  stated  that  it  would  create  great 
agitation  throughout  the  country.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  just  about  as  wrong 
in  that  as  his  quotations  of  Scripture. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  take  the  trouble  to  examine 
the  passages  in  Leviticus,  he  will  find 
that  I  have  quoted  them  correctly. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  examined  them 
before  the  hon.  gentleman  was  bom. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  know 
whether  it  was  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Belleville  who  said  that  this  Bill  was  op- 
posed as  if  it  obliged  every  man  to  marry 
the  sister  of  his  deceased  wife.  I  think 
there  is  another  w&y  of  looking  at  it. 
One  would  imagine,  from  the  anxiety  of 
hon.  gentlemen  to  get  this  Bill  passed  at 
once,  that  there  were  no  other  women  to 
be  married  but  sisters-in-law.  There  are 
women  enough  in  the  world  for  men  to 
marry  without  contracting  such  alliances. 
An  argument  that  haa  been  used  by  almost 
every  hon.  gentleman  who  has  supported 
the  Bill  is,  that  orphan  children  would 
have  the  guardianship  and  care  of  their 
aunts,  who  ai-e  the  best  persons  to    take 
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<;harge  of  them.  That  is  tnie  as  the  law 
stands  now.  A  deceased  wife's  sister  can 
remain  in  the  house  with  her  brother-in- 
law  and  take  care  of  them  ;  but,  if  you 
passed  this  Bill,  she  could  not  do  that. 
IShe  would  have  to  leave  the  house,  be- 
cause she  would  be  in  the  position 
of  any  other  unmarried  woman  there. 
It  has  already  been  said  that 
if  she  becomes  a  step-mother,  she  ceases 
to  be  an  aunt ;  so  that  the  orphan  chil- 
dren would  lose  by  this  Bill,  in  any  case. 
The  hon.  gentleman  refen-ed  to  the 
woman  who  had  seven  husbands,  and  the 
problem  as  to  who  was  to  be  her  hus- 
band in  the  resurrection.  We  are  not 
DOW  dealing  with  the  future  life,  but  with 
this  life,  and  we  should  confine  ourselves 
to  that  I  should  like  to  say  a  word 
with  reference  to  the  church  to  which  I 
myself  belong,  since  it  has  been  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  from  Alma  (Mr. 
Penny),  and  St.  John  (Mr.  Dever.)  The 
law  of  the  Church  of  Kome,  ks  everyone 
knows,  almost  from  the  commencement 
of  the  Christian  era  down  to  the  present 
time,  bus  forbidden  those  marriages.  For 
a  long  time,  dispensations  were  not 
granted  under  any  circumstances  ;  now 
they  are  granted  under  urgent  circura 
stances,  and  obtained  with  a  gi-eat  deal  of 
difficulty.  The  cases  in  which  dinpensa 
tions  are  granted  are  exceptional.  The 
question  is  whether,  looking  at  the  mat- 
ter from  the  standpoint  of  the  Church  to 
which  I  belong,  it  is  better  to  have  the 
law  of  the  land  agree  with  the  general 
law  of  the  church,  or  with  the  exceptional 
cases.  To  my  mind,  it  is  better  to  have 
the  law  of  the  land  agree  with  the 
general  law  of  the  church.  The  fact 
that  the  law  of  the  land  is  hostile  to  such 
marriages,  and  makes  the  issue  of  them 
illegitimate,  is  a  discouragement  to 
persons  entering  into  alliances  which  are 
contrary  to  the  law  of  the  church.  If  a 
dispensation  is  granted,  the  children  are 
legitimate  in  the  eye  of  the  church,  and 
there  is  no  stigma  affixed  to  them  in  the 
eyes  of  other  members  of  the  Church. 
With  reference  to  the  rights  of  property. 
Any  difficulty  of  that  kind  can  be  sub- 
stantially got  over  by  a  man  making  his 
will  in  the  proj^er  way.  That  is  all  that 
I  propose  to  say  for  myself ;  but  I  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  some 
language  used  in  the  House  of  Lords  in 
1873.     I  wish  to  quote  from  the  speech, 
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on  the  motion  to  reject  the  Bill  to 
legalize  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sis- 
ter, made  by  Lord  O'Hagan.  He  had  been 
Lord  Chancellor  for  Ireland,  was  one  of 
the  beat  lawyei-s  in  the  three  kingdoms, 
and  his  orthodoxy,  as  a  Catholic,  was 
unquestioned.  He  made  this  speech 
several  yeai-s  after  the  evidence,  which 
has  been  quoted  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Alma,  had  been  given  by  Cardinal 
Wiseman.  At  page  1,888  of  the  Uan- 
sard  for  that  year.  Lord  O'Hagan  is 
reported  as  having  u«ed  the  following 
language : — 

"  I  have  the  sincerest  sympathy  with  any 
innocent  persons  who  Buffer  from  the  law  as  it 
exists.  From  some  of  them  I  have  received 
communications  which  have  touched  me 
deeply.  But  I  cannot  pity  tnose  by  whom 
that  law  has  been  deliberately  violated,  on 
the  prompting  of  passion,  or  in  concession  to 
a  supposed  expediency,  without  consideration 
of  the  fatal  results  to  trusting  women  and  un- 
born children.  If  it  were  possible  to  relieve, 
in  cases  of  real  hardship,  with  due  regard 
to  the  momentous  issues  involved  in  the  con- 
troversy, 1  suppose  we  should  all  be  glad  to 
aid  in  doing  so;  but  we  have  to  consider  what 
is  right  and  wise,  and  for  the  highest  interests 
of  the  society  in  which  we  live  ;  we  cannot 
play  with  them  according  to  the  impulse  of 
our  feelings.  We  are  bound  to  deal  with 
them  as  judgment  and  conscience  dictate 
when  we  come  to  touch  that  family  life, 
which  is  the  very  comer  stone  of  our  social 
state,  and,  according  to  its  moral  condition, 
becomes  the  glory  or  the  shame,  the  strength 
or  the  destruction  of  a  people . " 

And  again,  at  page  1,891,  Lord  O'Hagan 
says  : — 

<<  We  are  the  <  heirs  of  all  the  ages,'  and 
we  should  not  lightly  set  aside  the  instruction 
which  they  give.  If  you  would  maintain  a 
Christian  civilization  in  the  world,  hold  high 
the  ideal  of  the  Christian  marriage .  Do  not 
abase  its  dignity  ;  do  not  dim  its  brightness. 
The  time  is  not  apt  for  meddling  rudely  with 
that  great  ideal,  or,  as  you  are  asked  to  do  to- 
night, with  principles  which  are  its  bulwarks, 
and  from  which  it  derives  its  beauty  and  its 
strength.  Old  landmarks  are  vanishing  away. 
Doctrines  ot  international  law  and  political 
justice,  which  long  governed  the  public  con^ 
science  of  mankind,  are  losing  their  power. 
The  elements  of  socialistic  anarchy  are  work- 
ing through  the  nations,  and  wo  should  be- 
ware of  precipitating  the  time  when  laxness 
as  to  the  marriage  bond  may  help  to  bring  us 
to  the  condition  of  Rome,  as  described  by 
Gibbon,  *when  marriages  were  without 
aflfection,  and  love  was  without  delicacy  or 
respect,'  and  when  corruption  in  that  regard 
was  one  of  the  worst  instruments  in  the 
overthrow  of  the  mightiest  of  empires. 
But,  my  lords,  if  all  I  have  said  were 
to  be  disregarded ;  if  there  were  no  tradition 
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or  authoritj,  or  religious  influence  to  war- 
rant  the  rejection  of  this  Bill,  I  should 
not  oppose  it  in  the  interest  of  soci etj,  and 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  dignity  and  purity 
of  the  family  life ;  I  should  oppose  it  because  it 
is  calculated  to  alter  the  relations  of  the  sexes 
in  a  way  most  serious  and  most  mischievous. 
The  connection  of  the  brother  and  sister  is 
delicate  and  tender,  and  so  ought  to  be  that  of 
the  brother-in-law  and  the  sister-in-law — a 
connection  of  love  and  trust,  without  the 
taint  of  passion  or  irregular  desire,  and  thus 
it  will  continue,  if  you  refuse  to  make  legal 
marriage  possible  between  them.  Temptation 
is  bred  of  opportunity,  and  dies  when  it  is 
lost." 

I  shall  say  no  more,  except  to  end,  as  I 
began,  with  the  hope  that  this  House  will 
not  pass  such  a  revolutionary  measure  as 
this ;  but  will  grant  the  very  reasonable 
and  modest  request  contained  in  the  peti- 
tions that  have  been  addressed  to  the 
House,  and  involved  in  the  resolution 
moved  by  the  Senator  from  Amherst,  to 
wait  one  year,  to  give  Parliament  and 
the  country  time  to  consider  the  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS—I  have  listened 
with  a  very  great  deal  of  attention,  dur- 
ing the  whole  of  this  disoussion,  and 
have  endeavored,  if  possible,  to  hear  if 
anything  oould  be  advanced  by  any  hon. 
gentleman,  that  would  tend,  in  any  way, 
to  shake  the  opinion  which  I  had  formed 
in  the  past,  and  which  should  guide  me 
in  the  vote  which  I  shall  give 
on  the  present  occasion.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that,  ably  as 
the  discusBion  has  been  conducted 
on  both  sides,  from  the  beginning 
until  now,  1  am  really  more  strongly 
impressed  with  the  con-ectness  of  the 
views  I  have  held  in  the  past,  than  I  was 
at  the  commencement  of  the  debate. 
The  only,  argument  used  by  those  who 
are  opposed  to  the  Bill,  for  the  purpose 
of  afiecting  the  vote  to  be  given  on  the 
question,  is  the  one  that  there  should  be 
delay  in  order  that  more  light  may  be 
obtained  on  this  subject,  which  we  are 
told  has  been  disciissed  for  the  last  1,8S0 
years,  and  hon.  gentlemen  ask  that  they 
may  have  1,881  years  in  order  to  form  a 
correct  opinion  upon  it.  It  has  also 
been  said  that  this  Bill  is  intended  to 
give  relief  to  a  few  individuals ;  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  if  this  law  had  not  been 
violated  by  a  few  persons,  there  would 
have  been  no  debate  to-day,  there  would 
have  been  no  movement  in  the  country, 
and  there  would  have  bo3n  no  petitions 
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presented  before  the  House,  nor  wbulJ 
this  Bill  have  been  introduced.  Taking 
it  for  granted  that  this  statement 
is  substantially  correct,  and  for 
the  purposes  of  my  argument,  I  am 
willing  to  assume  that  it  is  so,  I 
ask  if  Parliament  has  not,  on  all 
occasions,  been  willing  to  afford  relief  to 
even  one  humble  individual,  not  hun- 
dreds, as  we  are  told  in  this  case,  whO' 
havo  violated  the  law  of  the  land,  and 
who  are  now  asking  for  relief  at  the 
hands  of  Parliament?  I  say  Parlia- 
ment has  always  been  ready  to  give 
relief  to  individuals,  and,  besides,  we  are 
infoimed  that,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
the  children  of  these  maniages  are  in- 
capable of  inheriting  property,  and,  in 
fact,  that  under  the  law,  as  it  stands  in 
that  Province,  they  are  ill^timates. 
The  parties  who  have  entered  into  the 
bonds  of  matrimony  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, did  not  believe  they  were 
violating  the  law,  for,  had  they  so 
believed,  they  had  only  to  croBS  the  bor- 
ders, and  enter  into  those  bonds  without 
violating  the  laws  of  the  neighboring 
Republic,  and  could  return  to  Canada  ta 
live  as  man  and  wife.  Now,  we  are 
informed  that  we  are  not  to  go  to  the 
United  States  to  obtain  lessons  on  public 
morality.  I  grant,  it  if  you  please. 
Another  hon.  gentleman  has  based  his- 
argument  op.  the  fact  that  England  baa 
refused  this  Bill  for  years  and,  therefore, 
Canada  ought  to  refuse  it  also.  I  do 
not  think,  hovever,  we  should  be 
asked  to  look  to  countries  that  have  re- 
fused to  pass  this  measure,  but  rather  to 
the  colonies  and  countries  that  have 
adopted  it,  to  ascertain  what  the  e£fect 
.of  such  a  law  has  been.  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  based  his  argument 
— a  very  able  one  it  was,  from  his  point 
of  view  (but  very  illogical) — what  the 
effect  of  such  a  law  is,  or  has  been,  in 
countries  where  it  has  been  adopted  % 
We  are  asked  to  believe  that  it  will  have 
a  bad  effect  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  ; 
that  it  will,  in  point  of  fact,  shock  the 
moral  sense  of  the  community.  We 
know  that  it  has  not  produced  injury 
elsewhere  when  adopted,  and  its  effect 
here,  I  believe,  ^ill  be  to  set  at  rest  a 
question  that  we  desire  to  have  settled. 
I  desire  that  we  should  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  the  colonies  of  Gi-eat  Britain, 
the      United     States    and     the    coun- 
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tries  of  Europe— Germany  and  Switzer- 
land— where  this  law  prevails,  and 
draw  onr  inferences  as  to  its  effects 
in  those  countries,  rather  than  from 
countries  that  have  opposed  it  from 
time  immemorial,  and  still  continue  to  do 
so.  1  admit  that  there  are  many  things 
we  might  copy  from  English  legislation, 
but  I  ask  my  hon.  friend  from  Frederic- 
ton  il  there  is  any  force  in  his  argument, 
that  we  should,  in  every  instance,  assimi- 
late our  laws  to  those  of  England? 
Would  the  Statute  have  been  passed  in 
Canada,  which  is  now  in  force — I  allude 
to  the  abolition  of  the  law  of  primogeni- 
ture—if we  were  to  follow  the  law  of 
England)  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
wish  us  to  repeal  that  law,  in  order  to 
assimilate  our  legislation  to  that  of  Eng- 
land t  It  was  an  Act  which  met  with  the 
a{^roval  of  the  people  of  Canada,  and  I 
have  never  heard  one  word  said  against 
it  from  that  day  to  this,  nor  do  I  believe 
that  there  is  a  solitaiy  individual  who 
desires,  to-day,  to  see  that  law  repealed. 
Another  suggestion  is  that  this  Bill 
should  have  a  suspending  clause,  if  it 
is  passed,  but  I  think  that,  as  every  law 
passed  here  is  liable  to  be  disallowed 
within  two  years  by  the  home  authorities, 
then,  I  say,  if  that  is  the  case,  instead 
of  postponing  the  passage  of  this  Bill,  it 
is  a  more  urgent  reason  why  we  should 
pass  it  at  once,  for,  if  there  are  two 
years  within  which  it  can  be  disallowed, 
we  may,  at  the  end  of  that  term,  have  to 
begin  de  novo.  It  has  been  stated  in 
this  debate  that  the  Act  passed  in  Aus- 
tralia was  not  allowed  for  two  yeard,  and 
it  did  not  receive  the  Royal  assent  until 
it  had  been  passed  the  second  time  by 
the  Australian  Parliament.  This  being 
the  case,  the  sooner  we  pass  this  Bill  the 
better.  We  are  bound  to  pass  it,  and  to 
give  relief  to  those  who  seek  it.  No 
persons  are  more  likely  to  come  for  relief 
to  Parliament  than  those  who  are  affected 
by  the  law  as  it  now  stands.  I  have  no 
Mends  of  my  own  seeking  relief,  and, 
therefore,  I  do  not  speak  from  any  in- 
terested point  of  view,  as  it  is  not  a  mat- 
ter of  the  slightest  consequence  to  me, 
personally,  whether  the  Bill  passes  or  not ; 
but  I  do  hope,  in  the  interest  of  those 
who  seek  relief  at  our  hands,  that  hon. 
gentlemen  will  vote  against  the  amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Am- 
herst. It  may  be,  upon  his  part,  very 
Eon,  Mr.  Gibbs. 


good  tactics  to  introduce  his  motion 
in  the  shape  he  has  framed  it ;  it 
may  le,  as  an  old  parliamentarian, 
that  he  expects,  by  this  method,  to 
defeat  the  Bill,  but  I  think  it  would  have- 
been  a  more  straightforward  and  a  more  • 
manly  way  to  have  met  the  Bill  squarely 
upon  its  merits,  and  let  the  vote  be  taken 
upon  its  merits.  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  opposite  (Mr.  Macfarlane),  when 
he  said  it  was  an  endeavor  to  catch  those 
who  were  undecided  in  their  opinions.  To 
such,  tbe  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Amherst  comes  as  a  relief,  because, 
in  voting  for  it,  they  feel  that  they  are 
not  voting  against  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  but  are  simply  asking  for  its  post- 
ponement. Is  there  an  hon.  gentleman 
in  this  House  who  would  rise  in  his  place 
and  say  that  he  expects,  by  this  time 
twelve  months,  he  will  have  more  light 
than  he  has  at  the  present  moment  1  I 
venture  to  say  that  there  has  not  been  a 
single  argument  adduced  in  this  debate 
firom  the  Scriptures  that  bears  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  who  did 
quote  from  Leviticus  had  read  the  whole 
chapter,  the  sense  of  the  House  would 
have  been  against  his  interpretation  of  it. 
I  am'  bound  to  say  this :  that  hon.  gentle- 
men cannot  vote  upon  this  question  on 
any  other  principle  than  according  to 
their  own  convictions,  and  I  admit  that 
it  is  very  difficult  to  overcome  one's  pre- 
judices. If,  in  early  life,  we  have  imbibed 
certain  views — religious  ones  particularly 
— I  know  how  difl^lt  it  is  to  get  rid  of 
them  in  after  life;  no  matter  how  one 
may  reason  upon  them,  they  cleave 
closely  to  him  all  through  his  natural 
life.  I  know,  also,  the  respect  that  is 
paid  by  members  of  any  church  to  the 
doctrines  and  teachings  of  that  church, 
whatever  they  may  be,  and,  although  I 
am  at  all  times  disposed,  myself,  to  give 
due  respect  to  opinions  coming  from  high 
authority  of  that  kind,  yet,  when  they 
come  into  conflict  with  my  own  convic- 
tions, I  put  them  aside,  and  act  accord- 
ing to  my  own  views.  I  must  confess 
my  surprise  at  the  paucity  of  the  argu- 
ments that  have  been  placed  before  this 
House  in  opposition  to  this  Bill.  I  do 
not  believe,  and,  if  I  stated  my  own  con- 
victions, I  would  add  that  I  doubt  very 
much  if  hon.  gentlemen  who  advanced 
those  arguments  before  this  House  think 
that  the  passage  of  this  Bill   will  create 
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«uch  a  revolution  in  the  country  aa  they 
would  fain  make  us  believe.  I  am  satis- 
fied this  measure  would  be  accepted  by  the 
people  as  the  settlement  of  a  vexed  ques- 
tion, and  I,  for  one,  would  be  very  sorry, 
coming  so  recently  into  this  hon. 
House,  to  find  it  aiTayed  against  the 
other  branch  of  the  Legislature,  after  its 
having  pi-onounced  itself  in  such  an  un- 
mistakable manner  upon  this  ques- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL.— At  this  late  hour 
And  protracted  stage  of  the  debate,  I 
fully  recognize  the  propriety  of  confining 
my  remarks  within  a  limited  space.  I 
rise  to  support  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Amherst,  and 
I  must  say  that,  in  my  judgment,  the 
severe  comments  which  have  been  made 
upon  it  are  not  justified.  It  has  been 
alleged  that  post|>onement  of  the  Bill  has 
not  been  asked  for.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  shewed  most  distinctly  and 
most  cl  3arly,  as  did  other  hon.  gentle- 
men, during  the  course  of  this  debate, 
that  the  [>etition3  presented  to  this 
House  against  the  Bill,  have,  all  of 
them,  asked  that  it  should  either  be 
rejected  or  postponed  for  one  year ;  and, 
consequently,  the  amendment  which  has 
been  proposed  is  in  strict  accordance 
with  the  prayer  of  the  i)etitioners.  Those 
petitions  are  numerous.  It  has  been 
stated  that  there  have  been  over  sixty  of 
them.  I  have  hurriedly  counted  them, 
but  have  not  reached  that  number.  I 
remark,  however,  that  the  petitions  for 
the  Bill  up  to  the  day  before  yesterday 
amounted  to  only  two,  and  I  think,  with 
my  hon.  friend  from  Fredericton,  that 
the  thirty-six  petitions  which  were 
bound  together,  presented  at  one  time, 
and  came  from  one  city,  might  with  all 
propriety  be  regarded  as  one  petition. 
If  so,  we  have  the  fact,  worthy,  surely, 
of  some  consideration,  that  there  are 
sixty  petitions  against  the  Bill,  and  only 
three  in  its  favor.  It  must  be  admitted 
that  J  there  is  a  great  deal  of  feeling, 
both  within  and  without  this  House, 
with  regard  to  this  question,  which  has 
been  long  before  the  public,  and  has  de- 
veloped a  wide  divergence  of  opinion  ; 
it  must,  therefore,  be  approached  with 
great  consideration  in  order  to  form  a 
correct  judgment  upon  it.  I  have  lis- 
tened very  carefully  to  the  entire  debate, 
•and  I  am  constrained  to  say  tliat,  either 
Hon.  Mr.  GMs. 


1  liave  seriously  misapprehended  the 
statements  that  have  been  made  in  the 
House  justifying  the  introduction  of  this 
measure,  or  the  House  misapprehends 
the  real  character  of  the  agitation  in 
favor  of  the  Biil.  It  has  been  alleged 
that  great  sufierins:  prevails  in  the  com- 
munity on  account  of  the  present  dtate 
of  the  law.  I  will  ask  hon.  gentle- 
men has  there  been  one  peiition  pre- 
sented to  this  House  from  any  person 
who  claims  to  have  suffered  in  the  least 
degree  from  the  operation  of  the  law  as 
it  now  stands  1  Has  there  been  one  single 
case  of  hardship  or  injustice  presented  to 
the  House  to  shew  that  this  Bill — so 
subversive  of  long-established  institu- 
tions— is  really  necessary  to  remedy  it  ? 
or,  has  proof  been  adduced  that  any  evils 
have,  in  this  country,  resulted  from  the 
present  law  1  We  have  had  strong  state- 
ments and  fancy  pictures  of  domestic  un- 
happiness  presented  as  evils  necessarily 
connected  with  the  law,  aa  it  has  been  for 
centuries,  and  equally  fanciful  pictures 
have  been  ])ainted  in  glowing  colors  of 
the  beneficial  i*esults  that  will  follow  the 
passage  of  the  Bill  before  us,  but  none  of 
those  illustrations  will  bear  examination. 
My  hon.  friend  from  ]^lleville  (Mr. 
Flint)  gave  a  very  pathetic  illustration 
to  shew  how  suitable  it  is  for  the  sister  of 
a  deceased  wife  to  take  charge  of  the  chil- 
dren she  might  leave  behind,  and  how 
desirable  that  the  husband  should  marry 
her,  rather  than  bring  in  a  stranger ;  but, 
in  order  to  secure  the  carrying  out  of  his 
views,  he  would  have  to  make  this  law 
compulsory,  obliging  him  to  marry  her, 
for  he  seems  to  forget  that  the  man 
would  have  some  freedom  of  choice  In  the 
matter,  and,  although  he  might  have  the 
sister-in-law  there,  he  might  fancy  some 
other  woman  for  a  helpmate,  and  the 
dreaded  results  might  follow.  But,  apart 
from  these  social  considerations,  I  would 
rather  urge  the  point  to  which  I 
have  alluded :  that  no  person  has 
come  before  this  House  to  shew 
that  any  evil  result  whatever  has  flowed 
from  this  law,  as  it  stands,  and  the  peti- 
tions that  have  come  have  not  asked  us 
to  remedy  an  evil,  but  simply  to  pass 
this  Bill.  They  are  not  the  outcry  of  a 
sufiering  people  coming  to  the  Legisla- 
ture for  relief  ;  they  are  got  up  at  the 
request  of  parties  in  the  House  who  have 
desired  to  sustain   the   Bill  by   getting 
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this  outside  help.  Tliat  is,  practically, 
the  character  of  the  petitions  that  have 
been  presented  in  JtB  favor.  Much  has 
been  said  about  the  state  of  the  law,  on 
this  'subject,  in  England,  I  will  admit 
that,  in  England,  there  is  ample  room 
for  agitation  on  this  question.  I  am  not 
surprised  that  there  are  jietitions,  signed 
by  thousands  of  people,  presented  to  the 
British  Parliament,  asking  relief  from  a 
i*eal  practical  difficulty  in  the  law,  as  it 
stands  there.  But  we  are  not  under 
that  law ;  no  law  is  in  force  in  Canada, 
declaring  those  marriages  void.  In 
England,  they  are  under  an  actually 
oppressive  law — a  law  which,  were  I  in 
England,  I  would  do  all  in  my  power,  if 
not  to  repeal,  at  least  so  to  amend  it  as 
to  remove  the  clauses  which  bar  the 
issue  of  such  marriages  from  inheritance 
of  their  fathers'  property.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Woodstock  has  told  us  that  great 
difficulty  was  experienced  in  the  western 
paits  of  Ontario  in  consequence  of  our 
law,  and  that  many  people,  on  account  of 
it,  had  to  go  to  the  United  States  to  get 
married.  I  question  if  he  could  produce 
any  cases  of  parties  who  went  to  the 
United  States  to  be  married  because  the 
law  of  Ontario  makes  such  mariiage 
illegal  if  it  takes  place  here.  The  law  of 
Ontario  does  not  make  such  marriages 
illegal,  and,  if  people  go  to  Buffalo, 
Detroit,  or  other  American  cities  to  get 
married,  it  is  simply  because  it  is  con- 
venient for  them  to  go  there,  or  it  suits 
their  purpose  in  some  other  way.  There 
is  not,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  any 
law  which  throws  any  obsticle  in  the 
way  of  those  unions,  or  disinherits  the 
issue  of  such  marriages.  T  challenge  any 
ton.  gentleman  here  to  produce  any  sin- 
"^  gle  instance  on  record  where  a  court  in 
Ontario  has  decided  that  the  issue  of  one 
of  those  marriages  is  illegitimate  I  It 
-cannot  be  done.  Whence,  then,  this  cry 
for  relief  1  Where  this  oppression 
that  the  people  are  groaning  under) 
The  community  has  never  asked 
for  this  Bill,  for  the  people  have 
not  8uff*ered  from  the  evils  com- 
plained of.  Now,  let  us  look 
at  the  relation  of  this  question  to 
the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  believe,  from 
the  remarks  that  have  fallen  from  hon. 
members,  that  the  issue  of  such  mairiages 
are  not  considered  to  be  the  lawful  heirs 
to  the  proi>erty  of  their  father,  should  he 
Hon,  Mr.  VidaL 


die  intestate.  Supposing  it  is  so,  are  we, 
hon.  gentlemen,  legislating  for  the  par- 
ticular interests  of  a  few  individuals  in 
that  one  Province  1  Is  not  that  a  ques- 
tion which  is  solely  and  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  Provincial  Legislature? 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  marriage  is, 
but  as  to  this  question  of  holding  pro- 
pei-ty,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  to  the  pro- 
vincial legislature  is  confided  the  duty 
of  legislating  with  respect  to  property 
and  civil  rights  %  and  can  we  constitu- 
tionally legislate  to  say  that  the  issue  of 
such  marriages  shall  be  heirs-at-law  ? 
They  certainly  ought  to  get  that  relief; 
but  it  is  the  local  legislature  alone  that 
should  grant  it.  I  am  very  much  sur- 
prised at  the  assent  that  has  been  given 
in  the  other  Chamber  to  the  Bill  now 
before  us.  Grentlemen  whose  battle- 
cry  has  been  :  Notre  religioTif  notre 
langue,  et  nos  lots,  have  advocated 
and  voted  for  the  passing  of  a  measure 
in  direct  contradiction  to  the  law  of  the 
church  to  which  they  belong,  and  are 
asking  this  Legislature  to  interfere  with 
those  laws  which  they  value  so  highly, 
and  which  one  would  supi^se  they  would 
desire  to  keep  in  foixie.  But  I  have 
other  and  more  serious  objections  to  the 
Bill  than  its  being  unnecessary  and  un- 
asked for,  and  the  chief  is  that  it  may 
possibly  be  a  measure  in  direct  opposi- 
tion to  Divine  law.  I  piesume  that,  if  it 
could  be  distinctly  shewn  that  it  were  so, 
this  House  would  not  commit  itself  to 
any  such  legislation.  One  part  of  this 
Bill  is,  in  my  judgment,  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly a  contravention  of  Divine  law. 
I  have  not  the  least  hesitation 
whatever  in  saying  that  I  re- 
gard the  part  of  the  first  clause  le- 
galizing the  marriage  of  a  .man  with  the 
widow  of  his  deceased  brother  as  contrary 
to  Divine  law,  and  I  could  not  consent 
to  the  passing  of  this  Bill  while  it  con- 
tains such  a  provision.  Although  my 
objection  is  not  so  strong  against  the 
first  clause,  I  have  very  serious  doubts 
even  as  to  the  propriety  of  legalizing 
marriage  with  the  sister  of  a  deceased 
wife.  If  it  should  be  so,  that  this  Bill 
is  in  contravention  of  the  Divine  law, 
what  ai-e  we  about  to  do  1  Do  we  sup- 
l>ose  that  we  can  improve  on  the  govern- 
ment and  laws  of  the  Almighty  ?  Is  it 
not  a  fact  that  every  law  He  has  given 
to  man   has  been   designed    for    man's 
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good  ?  He  does  not  condescend  to  ex- 
plain all  the  reasons  for  giving  that  law, 
or  all  the  results  to  flow  from  it ;  if  He 
has  laid  down  a  law  barring  snch  mar^ 
riages,  I  maintain  it  is  for  the 
good  of  humanity.  None  of  His 
laws  are  arbitrary  enactments,  but 
command  or  prohibit,  because  the 
doing  of  this,  or  the  refraining  from 
that,  are  conducive  to  man's  health  and 
happiness.  I  think,  under  the  circum- 
stances, we  ought  to  be  '  very  careful 
indeed  to  conflne  ourselves  to  that  kind 
of  legislation  which  is  clearly  within  our 
jurisdiction,  as  relating  to  things  earthly 
rather  than  spiritual.  I  should  have  no 
hesitation  whatever  in  supporting  a  bill 
which  declared  merely  as  to  property 
that  the  children  of  these  marriages 
should  be  considered  as  lawful  inheritors 
of  it,  but  I  do  object  to  see  on  the  Statute 
book  of  our  country  an  act,  the  terms  of 
which  may  be  said  to  be  in  direct 
conti^iction  to  the  Divine  law.  There 
is  manifestly  a  great  difference  of  opin- 
ion as  to  whether  it  is  so  or  not.  The 
Catholic  Church  of  Home,  a  very  large 
and  influential  body  of  Christians,  by  its 
laws — ^not  enacted  as  of  its  own  will  and 
authority,  as  we  make  laws  here,  but 
drawn  from  the  law  of  God,  declare  this 
affinity  a  bar  to  marriage,  although  grant- 
ing a  dispensation  in  some  particular 
cases.  Then  look  at  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, comprising  such  large  numbers  of 
highly  educated  and  talented  theologians 
of  unquestioned  wisdom  and  piety,  who 
affirm  clearly  that  this  affinity  is,  by  the 
word  of  God,  a  bar  to  marriage.  Do  these 
opinions  count  for  nothing  1  I  would 
not,  for  a  moment,  accept  their  authority 
as  a  mere  church  law,  of  human  origin, 
but  I  do  accept  these  chnrch  laws  as 
evidence  that,  in  the  opinion  of  these 
great  and  leiu:D:ed  men,  such  marriages 
are  forbidden  by  the  law  of  God.  Then 
take  the  Presbyterian  Church — strong 
in  numbers  and  influence,  in  piety  and 
talent — and  we  find  in  the  "  Confession 
of  Faith,''  their  authorized  standard  of 
church  law,  they  have  it  laid  down, 
among  the  rules  drawn  fi'om  the  Scrip- 
tures, that  *'  A  man  may  not  marry 
any  of  his  wife's  kindred  nearer  in  blood 
than  he  may  of  his  own."  I  would  not 
adhere  to  that  view  merely  because  given 
as  the  rule  of  a  church.  1  am  too  inde- 
pendent, and  too  free  to  be  bound  down 
Hon.  Mr,  Vidal. 


by  doctrines,  the  mere  commandments  of 
men,  but  I  do  consider  that,  when  the 
opinion  of  those  wise  and  good  men,  who 
have  carefully  and  prayerfully  studied 
the  SScriptures,  is,  that  the  law  of  €k)d 
prohibits  this  kind  of  marriage,  it  should 
have  great  weight  with  us.  I  say  that 
these  three  great  churches,  by  their  stan- 
dards, have,  for  centuries,  upheld  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER -Not  the 
Catholic  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  take  these 
three  churches  by  their  accredited  stan« 
dards,  and  I  chiJlenge  any  man  to  say 
that  they  do  not  disapprove  of  such, 
marriages.  I  think,  without  going  into 
arguments  that  are  not  fit  for  the  floor  of 
this  House — for  the  discussion  on  the 
Scnptures  is  better  fitted  for  a  forum  of 
a  diflerent  nature — these  churches  all 
bear  testimony  to  the  fact  that, 
in  their  opinion,  the  law  of  God 
requires  that  there  should  be  a 
bar  to  this  kind  of  marriage.  Is  all 
that  testimony  valueless  1  Are  we  to 
say  that  there  dan  be  no  diflerence  o£ 
opinion,  or  are  we  to  be  like  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Belleville,  who  seemad 
to  think  that  his  ipse  dixit  was  to  sweep 
all  these  bars  to  the  winds  ?  This  being 
the  testimony  of  such  a  large  number  of 
persons  who  are  so  well-fitted  to  form  a 
judgment,  we  should  hesitate  before- 
venturing  to  say  that  they  are  entirely 
wrong,  and  I  think  it  is  a  wise  thing  to 
give  an  opportunity,  which  I  think  will 
be  taken  advantage  of,  to  have  this  sub- 
ject thoroughly  discussed  by  the  churchea 
and  the  people,  and  some  decision 
arrived  at,  that  may  be  a  guide  and. 
assistance  to  Parliament  at  its  next 
session. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOYD— It  is  with  some 
reluctance  that  I  venture  to  offer  a  re- 
mark on  this  question,  the  more  so  be- 
cause, while  very  grave  differences  of 
opinion  exist  between  good  men  of  both 
sides,  whose  judgment  I  respect,  to  me 
it  seems  so  clear,' and  the  interests  in- 
volved in  the  early  and  just  settle- 
ment of  it  so  great,  that  I  deem  it 
my  duty  to  join  those  who  may  press  for 
an  immediate  decision,  and  that  in  favor 
of  the  Bill  which  is  now  before  this 
hon.  House.  It  has  been  said  by  my 
hon.  friends  the  members  from  Amherst, 
Toronto  and  Fredericton,  that  the  people 
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have  not  asked  for  it ;  that  few  petitions 
have  been  sent  up  for,  and  many  against 
it ;  but  this  is  a  question  which  does  not 
take  hold  of  the  public  mind  ;  because  it 
is  not  one  which  touches  the  country's 
pride   or  its  purse,   it  is    passed    over 
with  the  remark  :   "  A  mere  question  of 
family  relations,  and  not  likely  to  affect 
roe  or  mine,"  say  too  many.     But  it  has 
l)een  discussed  very  widely  in  the  Old 
Country,  Australia  and  the  United  States. 
In  the  latter  it  has  been  decided  favorably, 
anc  in  Britain,  the  House  of  Commons, 
after  years  of  discussion,  passed  it  by  a 
large  majority.     It  is  yearly  growing  in 
favor  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  it  must 
succeed,  for  in  all  these  discussions,  so  far 
as   I   have  seen — and  1  have  followed 
thera  with   some  degree  of  interest — I 
have  not  met  one  alignment  lo  convince 
mie  that  it  was  wrong,  for  neither  from 
jHilpit,  platform  or  press  have  I  heard  or 
seen  any  reason  that  can  weigh  against 
those  which  have  been,  adduced  in  favor 
^f  the  principle  of  this  Bill.     The  main 
appeal  has  been  to  the  Soriptures.     Here, 
one  party  rests  their  case^  and  they  have 
so     far     been     singularly    unfortunate. 
They  involved  the  question  in  such  a 
labyrinth  of  difficulties  that  in  many  ca.ses 
they  were  forced  to  leave  this  ground  and 
seek  that    on    which    we   stand  when 
discussing  th«  ordinary  affidrs  of  life  and 
duty,  of  which  matrimony  is  one.     Even 
Cardind  Wiseman,  as  has  been  quoted 
by  the  hon.   member  from  York,  is  in 
favor  of    this    Bill,   for    the    poor,   as 
necessary  in     their  case,   and  will    be 
productiveonly  of  good  for  them,  therefore, 
it  is  right  in  his  view,  and  may  be  obtain- 
ed  by  the  wealthy  for  a  consideration. 
Standing  upon  this  ground,  I  have  put 
the  case  to  my  own  judgment  in  every 
conceivable  shape.    I  can  see  nothing  in  it 
but  what  is  purely  sentimental.     Even 
this  has  its  weight,  and  we  are  bound  to 
respect  it;  but  there  is  sentiment  also 
on  the  other  side,  and  more  than  senti^ 
ment,  there  are  realities  which  have  come 
home  to  many  a  household;   and  men 
and  women,  pure  as  ever  lived,   have 
been  branded  with  disgrace,  and  made  to 
feel  the  humiliating  mark  placed  upon 
them    until    their  death.      And   why? 
Because  certain    prejudices  have    be^n 
framed  into  a  law.     Great  names   have 
been  quoted  in  defence  of  certain  views. 
Men   in    authority    desired    to    pursue 

Hon,  Mr.  Boyd, 


a  certain  course,  and  this  was  made 
easy  to  them  by  those  whose  policy 
it  was  to  please,  but  as  in  political  mat- 
ters, so  in  spiritual,  or  what  is  called 
spiritual,  it  is  not  always  safe  to  be  led 
by  great  names,  as  even  the  best  of  men 
have  at  times  been,  unwittingly,  the  vic- 
tims of  prejudice.  They  desire  to  believe  • 
a  certain  thing ;  they  frame  it  into  a 
dogma,  and,  instead  of  scoing  to  the  law 
and  the  testimony  for  the  Truth,  they,  out 
of  their  own  desires,  frame  a  policy — ^they 
go  to,  and  frame  arguments  from  it,  in 
defence  of  this  policy,  and  thus  even  good 
men  have  been  led  astray ;  and  the  old 
lines  of  Bums  have  been  in  order  in  their 
case: — 

<<  Some  books  are  lies  frae  end  to  end, 

And  some  great  lies  were  never  penned. 

E'en  Ministers  they  hae  been  kenned 
In  holy  rapture ; 

A  rousin'  whid  at  times  to  vend 
And  nail't  wi  scripture  ! " 

Confounding  the  Moral  with  the  Cere- 
monial— that  which  is  for  all  time,  with 
that  which  was  merely  for  a  dispensation 
which  passed  away  some  1800  yeara 
ago — men  have  framed  a  plea  from  the 
Old  Testament  to  sustain  their  opposition 
to  this  Bill ;  but  it  goes  too  far.  They 
say  it  meets  their  case ;  let  us  read  it : 
"  Neither  shalt  thou  take  a  wife  to-  her 
sister,  to  vex  her  besides  the  other  in 
her  (the  wife's)  lifetime."  We  may  not 
marry  our  wife's  sister  while  she  lives — 
that  is  all ;  they  forget  that  we  may,  by 
a  parity  of  reasoning,  when  she  dies ; 
and  not  only  so,  but  while  prohibited 
from  vexing  our  wife,  by  wedding  her 
sister  while  she  lives,  we  are  at  perfect 
liberty,  according  to  this  law,  to  wed  her 
after  the  death  of  the  wife,  and,  from  the 
example  of  the  good  men  of  that  day,  to 
wed  her  and  any  other  man's  wife's 
sister  also,  and  there  is  no  restriction  on 
the  number  that  might  be  thus  wed  ;  so 
that  iF  this  law  is  of  any  force,  we  must 
take  it  with  all  that  it  commanded,  and 
all  that  it  permitted.  Under  it  hon. 
gentlemen  might  establish  Harems  in  this 
country — they  might  introduce  the  abom- 
inations of  polygamy,  now  happily  con- 
fined to  Utah  and  a  few  other  places  not 
recognised  in  Christian  circles.  The 
same  law  to  which  appeal  is  had  against 
this  Bill,  if  we  take  it  in  all  its  fulness, 
would  regulate  our  appetites  in  eveiy 
direction ;  our  domestic  economies ;  what 
we  should  eat,  drink  and  avoid ;  how  we 
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should  bear  on  ourselres  the  Sabbath, 
with  other  purely  local  and  ceremonial 
enactments,  a(]apted  to  a  barbarous, 
untutored  people  in  those  early  ages — a 
people  who  treated  woman  as  inferior, 
placing  upon  her  heavy  burdens,  and 
degrading  her,  in  almost  every  position 
in  life.  Even  this  law,  to  which  ap|)eal 
is  had,  ordered  that,  on  the  birth  of  a 
female  child,  the  purification  attendant 
should  be  double  that  of  a  male.  These 
laws  are  attempted  to  be  set  beside  those 
which  are  for  all  time,  and  against  laws 
which  commend  themselves  to  our  better 
nature,  and  which  will  last  when  those  of 
mere  ceremonialism  shall  have  for  ever 
passed  away.  If  marriage  were  aught 
else  but  a  civil  contract  between  man 
and  woman,  which  I  hold  it  is,  we  might 
be  inclined  to  yield  our  judgment  to 
spiritual  courts,  and  to  the  decrees  of 
spiritual  teachers.  It  is  a  subject  which 
belongs  to  the  State  ;  to  be  regulated  only 
by  the  State,  and  Parliament,  therefore, 
is  the  proper  place  to  deal  with  it.  We 
ought  not  to  give  up  our  powers  to  another 
court ;  we  cannot  guard  these  Uyo  care^ 
fully,  or  uphold  them  with  too  much 
jealousy.  But  even  in  spiritual  circles, 
■opinions  widely  differ.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Montreal  will  be  met  by  my  hon. 
friend .  from  Toronto,  each  with  a  list  of 
great  names  against  the  opinions  of  the 
other.  One  of  the  most  distinguished 
clergymen  in  the  Wesley  an  Church  had 
to  leave  England  and  come  to  this  coun- 
try, and  remain  here  for  a  length  of  time, 
to  marry  his  deceased  wife's  sister,  and 
to  avoid  the  annojrances  consequent  upon 
it.  I  know  a  case  of  one  of  the  most 
pure  and  amiable  ladies  in  the  Dominion, 
a  model  wife,  a  good  mother  to  her 
sister's  children,  and  yet  her  family  have 
discarded  her,  and,almost  broken  hearted, 
she  is  no  longer  recognized  by  thera.  My 
hon.  friend  from  Sarnia  has  challenged 
us  to  name  one  case  where  parties  had 
to  leave  this  country  to  eflect  such  a 
marriage.  I  can  name  two  such  cases 
where  I  had  myself  to  act  as  the  guide 
from  St.  John  to  Eastport,  on  missions 
of  this  kind.  I  might  multiply  such 
cases,  but  this  one,  will,  I  doubt  not, 
s  jggest  many  to  hon.  Senators,  who  have 
probably  had  like  knowledge,  and  why 
should  we  lend  our  sanction  to  a  continu- 
ance of  this  injustice  ?  Why  cause  these 
heart-burnings  and  recriminations,  where 
Hon,  Mr,  Boyd. 


there  ought  to  be  only  love  and  har- 
mony ?  Are  we  looking  for  more  light  1 
Is  Parliament  unable  to  form  an  opinion  I 
What  ai-e  we,  to  gain  by  postponement  % 
And  must  we,  in  this  stage  of  the  world's 
progress,  wait  upon  spiiitual  courts, 
while  they  pass  their  judgment 
upon  matters  purely  secular?  Make 
laws,  if  you  please,  against  the  mar- 
riage of  certain  degrees  of  blood  relatiwi- 
ship,  and  see  that  they  are  carried  out  in 
the  interests  of  future  generations.  Make 
a  law,  as  in  Sparta,  compelling  every 
man  of  the  age  of  25  to  marry,  or  pay  & 
tax  to  the  State — and  I  trust  that  this 
law  will  include  my  hon.  friend  from 
Hnlifax,  who  says  there  are  many  women 
in  the  world,  but  yet  has  not  taken  one 
to  himself,  as  I  hope  he  will  ere  another 
session  of  this  House — but,  in  framing 
these  marriage  enactments,  omit  all  limits 
where  the  laws  of  nature  or  of  scripture 
have  set  no  limits.  Let  a  man  marry 
whomsoever  he  loves  and  is  loved  by, 
yea,  even  to  his  own  mother-in-law,  if  ho 
has  the  courage,  and  should  so  desire. 
At  the  present  time  those  desiring  mar- 
riage with  their  pister  in-law  can  step 
across  the  border  line,  and  the  twain 
be  made  one  fiesh.  Let  the  same  privilege 
be  accorded  here,  and  thus  remove  a 
barrier  which  is  useless,  indefensible,  and, 
I  believe,  wholly  evil.  Some  of  the  op- 
ponents of  this  measure  assume  to  be  the 
sole  defenders  of  woman's  purity,  dignity, 
rights  and  privileges.  I  am  quite  willing 
to  leave  with  woman  the  custody  of  her 
own  dignity  and  purity,  her  rights  and 
privilei?es  ;  to  leave  her  to  be  the  judge 
of  these  herself,  in  this  matter  of  mar- 
riage. I  would  say  to  those  who  are  un- 
fairly interfering  with  these  ;  "  hands 
off,"  and,  if  not,  there  will  always  be 
found  those,  who,  like  Mary  Frances 
Cobb,  Maria  S.  Rye  and  others,  who  can 
defend  themselves  against  the  stronger 
sex,  even  though  led  on  by  Right  rev. 
bishops,  and  give  a  good  account  of  them- 
selves, even  against  a  whole  General 
Assemby  of  Divines.  Let  us  then, 
leave  these  questions  to  the  men  and 
women  intei'ested  or  to  be  interested. 
If  a  man  or  woman  desire  to  marry, 
let  him  or  her  do  so,  and  let  us  not  use 
our  power  to  force  either  party.  Differ- 
ences of  opinion  and  taste  always  have, 
and  will  exist ;  let  these  continue  with- 
out obstruction  from  us.     The  old  minis- 
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ter,  discussing  this  point,  said  :  **  It  was 
well  there  were  such  ditfei-ences  of  opin- 
ion, for,  if  everyone  had  been  of  my 
opinion,  they  would  all  have  wanted  nay 
wife,"  while  his  deacon  replied,  that  "  if 
everyone  had  been  of  his  opinion,  no  one 
would  have  wanted  her."  These  differ- 
ences of  opinion  are  wise  and  natural. 
Let  us  have  Tree  Ti-ade  in  these  things, 
coupled  with  j  ust  Protection  to  the  weaker. 
Let  us  not  interfere  where  our  interfer- 
ence will  be  evil,  or  we  may  find  our- 
selves tripped  up  at  every  step.  The  trans- 
gression of  Eve  seems  to  be  ever  before  the 
minds  of  certain  high  dignitaries  in  all 
ages,  and  for  this  alleged  sin  of  our  dear 
old  inquisitive  grandmother,  they  would 
put  her  daughters  into  leading-strings 
for  evermore,  and  say  what  they  should 
do,  or  not  do,  in  matters  in  which  they 
have  no  concern.  A  later  dispensation 
has  elevated  woman  to  her  proper  posi- 
tion. It  is  only  under  the  benign  influ- 
ence of  Christianity  that  woman  is  ac- 
corded her  true  place.  Here  she  is  no 
longer  in  the  same  degree  as  formerly — 
the  slave  of  man's  wants  and  of  his  pas- 
sions. She  is  now  the  equal  in,  and  the 
helper  of,  his  home ;  often  his  guide, 
always  his  best  counsellor  in  times  of 
difficulty  ;  his  stay  in  trouble,  as  T  know. 
In  that  great  trial  which  came  upon  so 
many  of  us  in  our  burning  city,  when 
men's  hearts  failed  them  for  fear,  woman 
only  was  equal  to  the  emergency,  and 
bore  us  up  with  her  strong  faith  and 
loving  sympathy.  Whenever  a  man 
is  drawn  toward  such  an  one,  and  she 
reciprocates  his  love,  let  not  mere  senti- 
ment frame  a  law  to  prevent  their  union, 
for  "  whoso  findeth  a  wife  flndeth  a  good 
thing."  There  are  plenty  of  tvamen  in 
the  world,  but  a  wi/e  is  not  so  easily  to 
be  had.  This  principle  of  love,  we  can 
talk  about  it,  but  who  can  estimate  its 
strength,  its  influence  for  good,  when 
rightly  exercised ;  its  influence  for  evil, 
when  improperly  obstructed  1  George 
Stephenson,  once  asked  by  a  lady,  What 
is  the  most  powerful  force  in  all  natui'e  1 
replied  :  "  Madam,  it  is  the  eye  of  a  wo- 
man for  the  man  she  loves.  If  he  go  to 
the  uttermost  ends  of  the  earth,  that  eye 
will  bring  him  back.  There  is  no  other 
force  in  all  nature  that  will  do  that" 
No  one  may  stand  between  a  woman 
and  the  man  she  loves.  ''  Neither  life 
nor  death ;  things  present  or  to  come." 
Hon.  Mr.  Boyd, 


Nothing  more  inexpl'cable,  wonderful, 
beautiful  than  this  love  exists,  a  gi'und 
example  of  which  we  have  in  the  charac- 
ter of  Evadne,  as  drawn  by  Shiel, 
portrayed  by  one  of  the  most  accom- 
plished cf  her  sex,  and  witnessed  by  hun- 
dreds in  Ottawa  last  evening — an  example 
which  ought  to  melt  the  most  obdurate 
woman-hater  or  woman-enslaver  in  Par- 
liament. And  where  such  devotion  ex- 
ists, and  it  only  does  «exist  when  allied 
with  purity  and  truth  ;  and  where  no 
violation  of  God's  Jaw  can  be  shewn  in 
I>ermitting  it  to  declare  itself,  then,  hon. 
gentlemen,  I  l>elie\  e  we  would  be  unjust 
to  our  kith  and  kin,  untrue  to  our  own 
nature,  and  unfair  to  those  who  have 
entered  into  the  bonds  of  matrimony,  or 
who  desire  thus  to  do,  under  the  relation- 
ship contemplated  by  the  framers  of  this 
Bill,  if  we  did  not  at  once  ordain  a  law 
which  has  only  the  opposition  of  mere 
sentiment,  and  against  which  there  has  not 
been  advanced  one  argument  that  I  have 
heard,  that  can  stand  the  test  of  reason 
or  the  light  of  Scripture.  For  these 
reasons,  then,  I  shall  vote  for  this  Bill. 
I  do  trust  that  this  House  will  shew 
itself  abreast  of  public  sentiment  by  sus- 
taining it  heartily  ;  and,  for  myself,  I  am 
glad  to  vote  for  a  Bill  that  has  been 
introduced  by  one  whom,  for  the  last 
thirty  years,  I  have  known  for  his  good 
works,  and  whom,  with  so  many  who 
know  him  throughout  this  Dominion,  I 
am  delighted  to  honor  and  respect. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  desu-e 
to  offer  a  very  few  remarks  in  explana- 
tion of  the  course  that  I  intend  to  pur- 
sue on  this  occasion.  I  intend  to  sup- 
port the  amendment  that  has  been 
moved  by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Am- 
herst. One  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
the  Christian  world  has  had  this  ques- 
tion before  them  for  1880  years,  and 
surely  the  Senate  did  not  want  another 
year  after  all  that  time  to  make  up  their 
minds.  I  shall  answer  that  by  saying 
that  it  is  not  to  make  up  my  own  mind, 
but  to  permit  those  I  represent  to  express 
their  opinion  at  another  meeting  of  Par- 
liament upon  a  measure  which  they  ct*r- 
tainly  did  not  cont3mplate  would  be 
submitted  in  the  Legislature  this  session. 
It  is  not  because  I  hesitate  in  my  own 
opinion  upon  this  Bill,  but  because  thia 
question  was  not  before  the  people  of 
the  Province  that  I  represent  when   I 
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last  was  fi:i,ce  to  face  with  them  ;  and 
they  have  this  further  disadvantage,  that 
their  geographical  position  renders  it 
more  difficult  to  communicate  with  them 
than  with  other  jmrts  of  the  Dominion. 
It  is  possible  that,  sometimes,  even 
British  Columbia  may  be  more  easily 
communicated  with  in  winter  than 
Prince  Edward  Island.  Looking  at  all 
these  things,  and  being,  as  I  am,  aware 
of  the  fact  that  many  men  connected 
with  my  Province,  for  whose  opinion  I 
have  the  very  highest  respect,  are  opposed 
to  the  marriages  legalized  by  the  £U1  now 
before  the  House,  I  think  it  my  duty  to 
support  the  amendment.  I  may  say  that 
the  views  which  I  entertain  with  regard 
to  the  Bill  itself  are  very  much  in  con- 
formity with  those  expressed  here  yes- 
teiday  and  repeated  to-day  by  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Kichmond.  I  am  in  favor 
of  that  portion  of  the  Bill  which  permits 
marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister, 
but  I  am  not  in  favor  of  that  portion  of 
it  which  permits  marriage  with  the  widow 
of  a  deceased  brother.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, even  if  I  were  aware  that  the 
opinions  of  the  people  of  my  Province 
were  in  favor  of  the  Bill,  I  could  not 
vote  for  it  in  its  present  shape.  It  is, 
therefore,  the  more  incumbent  on  me  to 
vote  for  delay.  I  will,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  touch  upon  a  few 
points  that  have  been  alluded  to  in  this 
debate.  In  any  remarks  that  have  fallen 
from  the  speakers  who  have  preceded 
me,  with  the  exception  of  the  hon.  Sena- 
tor who  has  just  resumed  his  seat,  no 
allusion  was  made  to  special  cases  of 
hardship,  and  I  think  that  the  House 
can  readily  understand  the  reason.  No 
person  can  wish  to  have  paraded  before 
the  public  his  own  case  or  the  cases  of 
friends,  and,  therefore,  the  difficulties 
of  those  who  advocate  the  passage  of  this 
Bill  are  increased.  I  look  upon  this  mea- 
sure as  the  removal  of  a  disability.  Now, 
in  my  three-score  and  some  more  years, 
I  have  seen  several  disabilities  removed, 
and  I  remember  that,  previous  to  their 
removal,  terrible  consequences  were  con- 
templated. I  remember  the  sad  antici- 
pations that  were  indulged  in  when  the 
disabilities  of  Catholics  were  removed  ; 
but  no  such  evils  occurred.  Then, 
again,  there  was  another  measure  which 
occupied  the  attention  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  session  after  session,  which 
J/on.  Mr.  Haythome, 


was  rejected  over  and  over  again,  but 
which,  finally,  was  passed — I  allude  to 
the  removal  of  the  disabilities  which 
prevented  Jews  from  sitting  in  Parlia- 
ment. That  was  a  measure  which  was 
very  unpopular,  not  only  in  Parliament, 
but  throughout  the  country.  The  dis- 
abilities were  removed,  and  how  many 
Jews  do  you  find  returned  to  Parlia- 
ment in  the  last  election  ?  It  is  not 
hard  to  trace  who  is,  and  who  is  not,  a 
Jew,  for,  along  with  their  religious  and 
national  pecidiarities,  they  preserve 
their  family  names  ;  and  anyone  who 
runs  his  eye  over  the  list  of  returned 
members,  can  see  that,  probably,  not  over 
half-a-dozen  Jews  will  take  seats  in  the 
newly-elected  Parliament.  Now,  as  to 
the  religious  points  of  this  question, 
which  have  been  so  ably  discussed,  I 
may  say  that  I  have  given  them  careful 
consideration,  and  I  have  coma  to  the 
conclusion  that,  with  regard  to  the  mar- 
riage of  a  man  with  his  deceased 
wife's  sister,  there  is  no  scriptural  objec- 
tion. I  think  we  may  very  safely  ao-  ' 
oept  the  opinions  of  a  dignitary  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  Chui'ch  on  that  ques- 
tion, so  far  as  Boman  Catholics  are  con- 
cerned. We  have  the  opinions  of  Car- 
dinal Wiseman,  as  alluded  to  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Alma  (Mr.  Penny), 
and  they  are  very  emphatic  in  favor  ii 
the  i*emoval  of  this  disability.  In  the 
Episcopal  Church  we  have  the  opinions 
of  Archbishop  Whately,  also  emphati- 
cally expressed  in  favor  of  the  removal 
of  such  disabilities  ;  and  when  1  find  two 
men,  holding  such  an  ejevated  position 
as  those  two  ecclesiastics,  I  cannot  hesi- 
tate to  accept  their  opinion  as  conclusive 
upon  this  point.  The  hon.  Senator  from 
Frederic  ton  (Mr.  Odell)  alluded  to  a  nu- 
merous meeting  of  clergy  and  others  in 
London,  England.  While  I  am  willing 
to  attach  as  much  importance  to  a  meet- 
ing of  that  sort  as  it  is  worth,  it  must  be 
considered  that  it  was  not  held  in  our 
own  country  or  amongst  our  own  imme- 
diate countrymen.  What  is  far  more  to 
the  purpose,  and  should  weigh  more 
with  us,  is  the  fact  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Ministerial  Association  was  lately  held 
in  a  city  much  nearer  to  us  than  Lon- 
don— in  Montreal — for  whose  opinions 
wo  ought  to  have  greater  respect.  It  was 
called  for  the  purpose  of  discuss- 
ing   this    question,     and,    though    not 
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Tery  numerously  attended,  I  find  that 
there  were,  among  those  pi'esent,  six 
ministers  of  different  persuasions,  all  of 
whom  expressed  the  opinion  that  there 
was  no  scriptural  inhibition  against  such 
marriages,  and,  further,  that  they  ap- 
proved of  this  Bill.  That  was  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  the  meeting.  So 
much  for  Protestant  opinion  on  the 
«ubject.  Now,  I  think,  upon  a  question 
of  this  sort,  Jewish  opinion  is  worth 
something.  I  think  we  should  inquire 
what  has  been  the  practice  among  the 
■  Jews  with  respect  to  marriage  with  a 
deceased  wife's  sister.  And  here,  again, 
I  have  a  competent  authority.  Whether 
he  is  a  native  of  British  North  America 
or  not,  I  cannot  say,  but  I  know  that 
Dr.  De  Sola  occupies  a  very  important 
position  in  one  of  our  leading  educa- 
tional establishments,  as  Professor  of 
Hebrew,  at  McGill  University  : — 

"  As  regards  Jewish  authoritative  opinion, 
this  unquestionably  has  always  been  in  favor 
of  such  marriages,  because  the  synagogue 
(the  eceUna  docens  of  Judaism)  has  always 
regarded  them  as  in  accordance  with  the  will 
of  Qod,  and  as  instituted  in  the  law  which 
he  commanded  his  servant  Moses.  The  pro- 
priety of  such  marriages  has  never  been 
•questioned  by  Jewish  teachers,  ancient  or 
modem.  •  •  •  •  •  ^g  regards 
marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister,  this 
has  always  been  permitted  by  the  Jewish 
Church,  and  practised  by  the  Jewish  people. 
The  passage  in  Leviticus  Jxviii,  1 8,  sometimes 
appealed  to  as  prohibiting  such  marriages, 
according  to  received  Jewish  interpretation, 
and  also  in  accordance  with  strict  grammatical 
analysis,  should  read  thus  : — " 

I  will  not  trouble  this  hon.  House  by 
again  quoting  this  verse,  which  has 
been  done  once  or  twice  already  this 
-evening.  I  will  only  say  that  Dr.  De 
Sola's  translation  is  substantially  the 
same  aa  the  English  version.  Here 
is  the  opinion  of  a  learned  Hebrew 
professor  of  our  day,  telling  us  empha- 
tically  that  the  Jews  have  always  re- 
garded such  marriages  as  in  accordance 
with  the  law  of  Qod,  With  the  opinion 
of  these  high  authorities  in  favor  of  the 
legality  of  such  marriages,  I,  for  one, 
-can  have  no  difficulty  in  forming  an 
opinion  upon  that  point.  Then,  my  hon. 
friend  opposite  (Mr.  Macfarlane),  whose 
speech  I  very  much  admired,  and  whose 
sentiments  1  generally  concurred  in,  re- 
ferred to  the  fact  that  bills  similar  to  this 
had  passed  the  British  House  of  Com- 
joaona  seven  times.  In  saying  so  he 
Hon.  Mr,  Hawthorne, 


answered  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Odell), 
who  thought  that  the  Bill  had  been  more 
frequently  rejected  than  passed  by  the 
British  House  of  Commons.  One  fact 
has  escaped  the  observation  of  both  hon. 
gentlemen  ;  it  is  that,  although  a  mea- 
sure may  have  been  rejected  twenty 
times,  it  needs  only  to  be  carried  once, 
and,  when  it  has  been  carried  so  often  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  by  such 
large  majorities,  indicating  a  very 
general  consensus  of  opinion  in  its  favor 
in  Great  Britain,  it  does  seem  a  great 
stretch  of  authority  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Lords  to  reject  it  so  often  as 
they  have.  I  quite  agree  that 
this  House  is  a  sort  of  reflection 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  should 
occupy  in  the  Canadian  Parliament 
a  position  somewhat  similar  to 
that  of  the  Upper  House  in  England, 
but  J,  for  one,  should  not  like  to  take 
the  responsibility  on  my  own  shoulders, 
of  rejecting  a  bill  which  passed  the  other 
House  seven  times,  by  majorities  some> 
times  approaching  one  hundred.  Know- 
ing that  the  Senate  is  weary  of  this 
debate,  I  shall  content  myself  with 
simply  observing 'that  I  intend  to  sup- 
port the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member 
from  Ajnh«rst  ;  but,  in  doing  so,  I  have 
found  it  necessary  to  explain  my  views 
very  clearly,  because  I  do  not  wish  to 
subject  myself  to  any  misinterpretation, 
on  this  point.  I  do  not  wish  it  to  be 
said  here,  or  anywhere  else,  that  I  sup- 
ported the  resolution  with  the  view  to 
seeing  how  the  land  lies  in  my  own 
Province.  I  have  expressed  myself  with 
sufficient  clearness  to  render  such  an 
imputation  perfectly  ficroundless. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  should  not 
have  taken  part  in  this  debate  if  allusion 
had  not  been  made  repeatedly  to  a 
supposed  necessity  for  this  Bill  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  and  if  Catholic 
doctrine  had  not  been  invoked  in  its 
favor.  I  think  that  the  vote  to  be 
taken  to-night  will  shew  that  we,  in 
that  Province,  do  not  seek  for  such, 
legislation.  I  have  strong  objections, 
some  of  which  I  shall  state,  to  this  BilL 
At  this  late  hour,  and  at  this  advanced 
period  of  the  session,  and  with  the 
numerous  memorials  that  hare  been  pre- 
sented in  this  Chamber  on  the  subject, 
lengthened  argument  would  be  useless. 
I  may  refer,  however,  to  the  opinions  of 
28 
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some  hon.  gentlemen  who  do  not  belong 
to  the  same  church  that  I  do,  and  who 
have  contended  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  permits  such  maniages.  Those 
gentlemen  are  right  in  one  sense,  bat 
wrong  in  another.  The  rule  of  the 
church  is  this  :  it  does  not  reco^ize  the 
power  of  civil  governments  to  legislate 
upon  the  marriage  tie,  so  that  any  legis- 
lation which  deals  'with  the  validity  of 
the  mairiage  tie  is,  iamj  opinion,  con- 
trary to  the  rule  of  our  church.  That  is 
one  of  the  objections  that  I  have  to  this 
Bill.  Another  oljection  is,  that  the  law 
of  the  church  prohibits  such  marriages, 
reserving  the  power,  under  certain  cir- 
cumstances, some  of  which  have  been 
refen*ed  to  iu  this  debate,  to  grant  dis- 
pensations. The  law  is  against  such 
marriages,  but,  in  exceptional  cases,  they 
are  allowed,  and  it  is  in  this  sense 
only  that  it  may  be  said  that  such  mar- 
riages are  allowed.  But  this  Bill,  without 
making  any  exception,  legalizes  these 
marriages.  It  affirms  a  principle  which 
is  entirely  opposed  to  the  law  of  the 
church.  While  the  church  enacts,  as  the 
general  law,  that  **  the  marriage  of  a  man 
with  the  sister  of  his  deceased  wife,  etc., 
is  prohibited,"  this  Bill  lays  down  a  con- 
tradictory proposition  as  the  general  rule, 
viz.  :  "  Marriage  between  a  man  and 
the  sister  of  his  deceased  wife,  or  the 
widow  of  his  deceased  brother,  shall  be 
legal."  Is  it  not  clear  that  it  is  contra- 
dictory to.  the  law  of  the  church  and  of 
its  doctrines  ?  That  is  my  second  ob- 
jection to  the  Bill.  I  question  very 
much  the  propriety  of  admitting 
such  a  general  rule — a  rule  which, 
I  admit,  will  have  the  eflfect 
of  affording  relief  to  some  parties, 
but  is  wrong  in  principle.  We  are  all 
Christians,  and  I  think  it  will  be  univeiv 
sally  admitted  that  such  marriages  are 
not  favorably  regarded,  though  they  may 
be  allowed,  by  any  religious  denomina- 
tion. They  are  not  of  such  a  character 
that  they  should  be  put  on  the  same  gen- 
eral footing  as  ordinary  marriages. 
Therefore,  to  pass  this  Bill  would  be  to 
lay  down  a  principle  which,  as  a  general 
rule,  is  reprobated,  I  believe,  by  most  of 
the  Christian  denominations  of  this 
country,  and  is  opix)sed  to  the  religions 
sentiment  of  the  people.  An  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Ontario  remarked,  to-day, 
that,  while. he  has  the  greatest  respect 
Hon.  Mr,  Trudel 


for  the  opinions  of  the  different  churches, 
still  he  prefers  his  own  convictions. 
This  hon.  gentleman  should  consider, 
whatever  his  individual  opinion  may  be, 
that  marriage  is,  in  this  country,  ad- 
mitted by  all  creeds  to  be  a  religious  act, 
and,  consequently,  a  matter  which  pro- 
perly belongs  to  the  different  chuix^hes  ; 
and  I  hope  that  the  day  is  far  distant 
when  it  will  be  considered  a  civil  matter. 
The  best  proof  of  that  is  the  fact  that, 
in  all  the  religious  denominations, '  the 
ceremony  of  marriage  is  performed 
by  a  clergyman.  There  is  no  marriage 
performed* by  civil  officers,  and,  fortu- 
nately, civil  marriage  is  not  permitted  in 
this  country.  To  us  Catholics,  marriage 
is  a  sacrament,  is  of  Divine  institution, 
and  is  exclusively  under  the  control  of 
the  church.  I  do  not  see  how  the 
opinions  of  the  different  churches  on 
this  question  can  be  set  aside.  The  Bill 
is  also  objectionable  from  a  social  point 
of  view,  but,  at  this  late  hour,  I  shall  not 
enter  into  an  argument  on  that  brandi 
of  the  subject.  One  hon.  gentleman  re- 
marked this  evening  that  he  had  heard 
very  few  arguments  against  the  Bill ;  the 
reason  was  explained,  even  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  debate — the  late  period  of  the 
session.  If  we  had  time,  I  should  be 
perfectly  ready  to  meet  the  advocates  of 
the  measure,  and  shew  that  there  are 
very  strong  arguments  against  it.  la 
not  the  fact  that  Christianity,  during 
eighteen  centuries,  has  been  opposed  to 
these  marriages,  and  that  they  have  been 
allowed  only  under  exceptional  circum- 
stances, sufficient  to  shew  that  they  are 
objectionable?  It  may  be  contended 
that  we  live  in  an  age  of  great  advance- 
ment, but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  rules  of  morality  are  always  the 
same  and  do  not  admit  of  progress. 
Unfortunately,  instead  of  improving,  in 
our  age  the  sense  of  morality  is  dimin- 
ishing, so  that  the  tendency  of  the  age 
cannot  be  used  as  an  argument  in  favor 
of  this  measure.  We  are  asked  "  why  do 
you  not  vote  dii-ectly  against  the  Bill  if 
you  are  opposed  to  it  1  Why  do  you 
ask  for  a  year's  delay  V  My  reason  is, 
that  I  consider  some  legislation  neces- 
'  sary  to  meet  particular  cases,  although  I 
\  am  opposed  to  establishing  a  geneial 
rule,  and,  therefore,  I  wish  to  have  & 
year's  delay  in  order  that  such  legisla- 
tion may  be  introduced.     What  we  want 
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is  l^^lation  giving  sanction  to  the 
rules  of  tbe  church,  that  is,  recognising 
the  marriages  which  thej  have  allowed, 
and  which  would  enact  for  instance: 
"  That  such  marriages  between  a  man 
and  his  deceased  wife's  sister  that  have 
been  contracted  according  to  the  regula- 
tions of  their  church,  are  recognized  as 
valid.''  Special  allusion  has  been  made  to 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  with  reference  to 
the  civil  status  of  children,  issue  from 
such  marriages.  The  social  position  of 
parties  in  that  Province,  who  have  con- 
tracted sudi  marriages,  is  not  affected  by 
any  feeling  in  the  community,  if  dispen- 
sadons  have  been  granted  by  the  church. 
The  only  difficulty  is  that  their  children 
cannot  inherit  their  property  :  but  this 
fact  is  no  reason  for  adopting  a  general 
principle  which  is  wrong.  There  is  a 
simple  remedy  for  the  difficulty ;  these 
parties  can  make  their  wills  in  favor  of 
their  children.  I  shall,  therefore,  vote 
for  the  amendment,  first,  because  I- con- 
sider that  the  Bill  eHtablishes  a  wrong 
principle,  and  better  legislation  may  be 
framed ;  and,  second,  diat  there  is  no 
harm  in  postponing  the  matter  for 
another  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH— I  did  not  intend 
to  say  anything  on  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  but,  as  so  many  hon.  gentlemen 
have  expressed  their  views  on  this  sub- 
ject, I  think  I  should  say  a  few  words  to 
identify  myself  with  the  measure  before 
the  amendment  is  put.  I  find  that,  since 
the  beginning  of  the  Christian  era,  mar- 
riage vnth  a  deceased  wife's  sister  has 
been  allowed.  It  is  against  the  law  of 
the  land,  but  it  cannot  be  said 
that  ic  is  against  the  law  of 
God.  If  it  *  was,  the  church  to  which 
I  belong  would  never  have  granted 
dispensations  for  such  marriages.  The 
law  of  God  has,  therefore,  not  been 
broken,  but  the  law  of  the  land  has  been 
violated,  and  it  is  our  duty  to  place  upon 
our  Statute  books  a  law  which  will  re- 
lieve their  offspring  from  the  unmerited 
taint  of  illegitimacy.  In  voting  against 
the  amendment  and  for  the  Bill,  I  con- 
sider that  I  shall  be  doing  my  duty  to  my 
church,  my  God  and  my  fellow-men.  No 
argument  that  has  been  advanced  here 
by  Roman  Catholic  members  can  shake, 
in  the  slightest  degree,  my  convictions 
on  this  subject.  I  have  the  high  author- 
ity of  the  great  Cardinal  Wiseman  in 
Hoi^  Mr.  Tmdel. 


support  of  the  course  that  I  shall  take> 
and  I  shall  vote  to  remove  the  disabili- 
ties under  which  so  many  of  our  people 
are  sufferin<». 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD^I  did  intend 
to  express  my  views  on  this  measure,  be- 
cause T  have  a  very  decided  opinion  upon 
it,  but  I  shall  not  detain  the  House,  at 
this  late  hour,  longer  than  to  refer  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Samia  (Mr.  Vidal),  in  respect  to  the 
opinions  of  the  learned  divines  of  the 
Church  of  England,  the  Church  of  Home 
and  the  Presbyterian  Church.  I  will 
read  a  few  authorities  upon  that  point 
to  shew  the  hon.  member  that  he  has 
made  a  statement  which,  he  will  acknow* 
ledge,  went  too  far. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  spoke  of  thd 
standards  of  the  churches,  not  of  any- 
body's opinions. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— The  House 
will  pardon  me  if  I  cite  a  few  authorities. 
I  find  in  Hansard  for  1855,  Mr.  Ball  is 
reported  as  sayins; : — 

<<  Among  those  names  (m  support  of  such 
marriages)  were  th^se  of  Archbishop  Whately, 
the  Bishop  of  Norwich,  the  Bishop  of  St. 
David's,  the  Bishop  of  Lincoln,  the  late  Bishop 
of  Landaff,  and  he  might  go  on  naming  a  long 
list  of  lllustrous  divines  and  holy  men  who 
had  concurred  in  those  views.  Then,  again, 
among  those  who  were  revered  by  the  great 
body  of  the  Dissenters,  and  who  were  ^vorable 
to  the  adoption  of  a  measure  like  the  present, 
the  name  of  Dr.  Chalmers  stood  pre-eminently 
forward.  •  •  •  •  Another  name  that  he 
would  cite  in  its  favor  was  that  of  Dr.  Adam 
Clarke,  a  man  of  profound  learning,  of  im- 
mense ecclesiastical  research,  and  whose  ad- 
mirable oommentaries  upon  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tnres  had  rendered  his  name  celebrated 
throughout  the  empire.  He,  too,  was  iavor- 
able  to  the  abolition  of  the  present  restrictions  ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Ball)  would  complete  the  list  of 
illustrous  men,  whose  opinions  were  fAVorable 
to  a  change  of  the  law  in  this  respect,  by 
adding  that  of  a  man.  who  was  held  in  vener- 
ation by  hundreds  of  thousands,  nay,  perhaps 
millions  of  his  fellow-countrymen — the  great 
Wesley,  a  man  than  whom  no  one  led  a  purer 
or  more  pious  life ;  and  also  the  name  of 
Professor  Lee." 

In  1862,  when  a  bill  similar  to  this  was 
before  the  British  House  of  Commons, 
Mr.  Buxton  is  reported  as  saying  : 

**  For  could  he  allow  that  it  was  a  question  of 
mere  expediency.  It  was  a  question  of  right 
and  justice.  In  forbidding  a  man,  when  God 
had  not  forbidden  him  to  marry  the  woman  he 
loved — in  forbidding  him  to  give  his  children 
a  mother  already  devoted  to  them.  Instead  of  a 
strange  step^mother — ^they  were   as    cruelly 
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wronging  him  as  if  they  snatched  away  his 
money  or  his  land.  He  had  a  claim  on  their 
jastice  to  be  allowed  to  do  that,  and  they  were 
trespassing  on  his  rights  in  debarring  him. 
If  Bcriptiire  said  nothing,  people  would  be  left 
to  form  their  own  opinions.  But  when  a  line 
had  been  precisely  drawn  between  allowed 
and  disallowed  marriages,  surely  those  who 
demanded  to  use  the  freedom  which  Qod  had 
given  them  were  wronged  if  that  freedom  were 
taken  away  upon  the  pretence  of  some  fancied 
awkwardness  arising^  to  imaginary  people. 
The  case  for  the  Bill  seemed  overwhelming  if 
.they  took  the  ground  of  expediency  alone. 
But  the  true,  the  decisive  reason  for  support- 
ing it  was  that  the  existing  law  was  a  trespass 
on  men's  natural  rights,  and  that  it  filched  from 
them  the  freedom  reserved  to  them  by  the  law 
of  God." 

Mr.  Monckton  Miles,  in  the  same  debate, 
cited  the  following  testimony  of  Dr. 
McCaul,  one  of  the  best  Hebrew  scholars 
of  the  day ;  at  the  same  time,  his 
orthodoxy  cannot  be  disputed.  Dr.  Mc- 
Caul says : 

'<  I  confess  that,  when  I  entered  upon  this 
inquiry,  I  had  no  idea  that  the  case  of  those 
who  wish  a  change  in  the  present  marriage 
law  was  so  strong.  I  had  thought  that  the 
opinions  of  gcava  and  learned  students  of  the 
Bible  were  more  equally  divided  ;  and  that,  as 

.  authorities  were  pretty  evenly  balanced,  they 
who  had  contracted  such  marriages  must  bear 

.  the  inconveniences  arising  from  doubtful 
interpretation.  But  I  do  not  think  so  now. 
Confirmed  by  the  testimony  of  antiquity  and 
the  judgment  of  the  most  considerable  inter- 
preters  at  the  Reformation,  and  since  the  Re- 
formation, I  now  believe  there  is  no  reason- 
able room  for  doubt— that  there  is  no  verse  in 
the  Bible  of  which  the  interpretation  is  more 
sure  than  that  of  Leviticus  xviii,  18 ;  and  I 
think  it  a  case  of  great  hardship  that  they 
should,  by  the  civil  law,  be  punished  as  trans- 
gressors, whose  marriage,  according  to  the 
divine  law,  is  permitted  and  valid ;  and  harder 
still  that  the  children  of  such  marriages, 
legitimate  in  the  sight  of  the  in&llible  Judge, 
should  be  visited  with  civil  disabilities." 


I  ,  have  quoted  these  authorities  to 
shew  the  opinions  of  leading  divines  in 
England  upon  the  subject. 

The  House  then  divided  upon  the 
amendment,  which  was  adopted  by  the 
following  vote : — 


Contents : 
Ron.  Messrs. 


Allan, 

Archibald, 

Armand, 

Bellerose, 

Boucherville,  De, 

Bourinot, 

Bureau, 


Chaffers, 

Chapais, 

Christie, 

Cormier, 

Cornwall, 

Dickey, 

Dickson, 


Campbell,  Sir  Alex.,       Dumouchel, 
H^on.  Air.  Bot^ord. 


A.TE.] 

Assented  to. 

Oirard, 

Odell, 

Grant, 

Power, 

Gu6vremont, 

Poser, 

Haythorne, 

Ryan, 

Kaulbach, 

Sutherland, 

McClelan(i7b 
LcLelan  (Z^n 

fetDell)^ 

Trudel, 

donderry)  Vidal, 

Macdonald, 

Wark— 33. 

Miller, 

NON-CONTENTS  : 

Aikins, 

Hon. 

Messrs. 
Lewin, 

Baillaigeon, 

McMaster, 

Benson, 

• 

Macfietrlane, 

Botsford, 

Macpherson  (Speaker) 

Boyd, 

Montgomery, 

Cochrane, 

Pflquet, 

Dever, 

Pelletier, 

Fabre, 

Penny, 

Ferguson, 
Ferrier, 

Price, 
Read, 

Flint, 

Reesor, 

Gibbs, 

Simpson, 

Hamilton  {rnkerman)y  Sjiith, 
Hamilton  (Kingston)^    Stevens, 
Hope,  Thibaudeau — 3 1 . 

Leonard, 

The  House  adjourned  at  11.30  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Thfjursday,  April  £9th,  18B0. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  2.50 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BHiLS  ASSENTED  TO. 

His  Excellency  the  Gtevemor-Greneral 
being  seated  in  the  Chair  on  the  Throne, 

The  Speaker  commanded  the  Gentle- 
man Usher  of  the  Black  BxA  to  proceed 
to  the  House  of  Commons  and  acquaint 
that  House  :  "  It  is  His  Excellency's 
pleasure  they  attend  him  immediately  in 
this  House." 

Who,  being  come  with  their  Speaker, 

The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
read  the  titles  of  the  Bills  to  be  passed 
severally,  as  follow  : — 

An  Act  to  further  amend  "  An  Act 
respecting  the  security  to  be  given  by 
Officers  of  Canada." 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Dominion 
Commercial  Travellers'  Association. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting 
Joint    Stock    Companies    to    construct 
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works  to  facilitate  the  transmission  of 
timber  down  nvers  and  streams. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  "  The  Mail 
Printing  Company." 

An  Act  respecting  the  Great  Western 
and  Lake  Ontario  Shore  Junction  Rail- 
way Compan  J. 

An  Act  to  authorize  the  establishment 
of  Superannuation,  Provident  and  Insur- 
ance Funds  by  the  Great  Western  Kail- 
way  Company. 

An  Act  to  give  certain  powers  to  "  La 
Compagnie  Fran9aiBe  du  T^l^raphe  de 
Paris  k  New  York." 

An  Act  to  incorpcrate  the  Baptist 
Union  of  Canada. 

An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Salaries  of 
two  additional  Judges  of  the  Sufureme 
Court  of  British  Columbia. 

An  Act  to  amend  and  re-enact,  as 
amended,  the  Act  incorporating  "The 
Dominion  Grange  of  the  Patrons  of  Hus- 
bandry of  Canada." 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  intituled  : 
"An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Anchor 
Marine  Insurance  Company." 

An  Act  to  amond  the  Act  thirty-sixth 
Victoria,  chapter  one  hundred  and  eight, 
intituled  :  "  An  Act  to  grant  additional 
powers  to  the  Quebec  and  Gulf  Ports 
Steamship  Company." 

An  Act  respecting  the  Niagara  Grand 
Island  Bridge  Company. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act 
therein  cited  incorporating  the  Canada 
Guarantee  Company. 

An  Act  to  incoq>orate  the  Bell  Tele- 
phone Company  of  Canada. 

An  Act  respecting  "The  President, 
Directors  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of 
New  Brunswick." 

An  Act  to  empower  the  Stadacona 
Fire  and  Life  Insurance  Company  to 
relinquish  their  charter,  and  to  provide 
for  the  winding  up  of  their  affairs. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  St.  Clair 
and  Lake  Erie  Navigation  Compamy. 

An  Act  to  confirm  the  purchase  by 
the  Dominion  of  a  portion  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  and  the  agreement  made 
with  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany of  Canada  with  respect  thereto. 

An  Act  for  the  final  settlement  of 
Claims  to  Lands  in  Manitoba  by  occu- 
pancy, under  the  Act  thirty- third  Vic- 
toria, chapter  three. 

An  Act  to  amend  "  An  Act  respect- 
ing the  Port  Whitby  Harbor  Company." 
BilU  Asa  %  ted  to. 


An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  to  incor- 
porate the  Ontario  and  Pacific  Junction 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  authorize  and  provide  for 
the  winding  up  of  the  Stadacona  Bank. 

An  Act  further  to  continue  in  foi-ce, 
for  a  limited  time,  "  The  Better  Preven- 
tion of  Crime  Act,  1878." 

An  Act  respecting  Dorchester  Peni- 
tentiary. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts 
therein  mentioned,  respecting  the  Militia 
and  Defence  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 

To  these  BDls  the  Royal  Assent  was 
pronounced  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
in  words  following  : — 

<<  In  Her  Majesty's  name,  His  Excellency 
the  Govemor-Geaeral  doth  assent  to  these 
Bills." 

His  Excellency  was  pleased  to  retire, 
and  the  House  of  Commons  withdrew. 

CANADA     CENTRAL     RAILWAY     COM- 
PANY'S BILL. 

THIRD    BEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  |rom  the  Com- 
mittee  on  Railways,  .  Telegraphs  and 
Harbors,  to  whom  was  referred  the  Bill 
intituled  :  ''An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts 
respecting  the  Canada  Central  Railway 
Company,"  reported  that  they  had  gone 
through  the  said  Bill,  and  had  directed 
him  to  report  the  same,  with  several 
amendments.  He  said  :  The  most  ma- 
terial amendment  was  t^e  striking  out 
of  the  second  clause  of  the  Bill,  which 
gave  power  to  build  a  branch  line  from 
Carleton  Place  to  Madoc. 

The  amendments  were  concuixed  in, 
and  the  Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 


ROYAL  MILITARY    COLLEGE. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  moved  :— 

"  That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Governor-General,  pray- 
ing that  his .  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to 
cause  to  be  laid-  before  this  House,  papers 
shewing  what  subjects  are  tanght  at  the 
Royal  Military  College  at  Kingston  that  are 
conducive  to  qualifying  Cadets  for  Civil  em- 
ployments in  the  service  of  the  country,  such 
as  : — 

<<  1st.  Employment  as  Civil  Engineers  and 
Architects  in  the  Department  of  Public  Works, 
construction  of  Railways,  Canals,  Bridges, 
&c.,  kc, 

*<  2nd.  Employment  in  the  Civil  Service 
Crown's  Land  Department. 
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<*  3rd.  Employment  in  the  Department  of 
Militia,  higher  Engineering  duties  or  other 
hranches  of  that  Department" 

He  said :  If  the  House  will  give  me  its 
patient  ear  for  a  few  moments,  I  will  en- 
deavor, to  the  best  of  my  humble  ability, 
to  shew  why  I  have  asked  for  the  infor- 
mation pointed  to  in  this  motion.  The 
Royal  Military  Ck)llege  at  Kingston  was 
established  by  che  late  Administration, 
I  believe,  at  the  sugg««tion  of  the  mili- 
tary authorities  at  home.  It  is  a  very 
costly  institution  to  the  country,  and,  I 
believe  it  is  on  all  hands  admitted  that 
the  staff  of  instructors  are  well  qualitied 
to  discharge  their  duties.  Independent 
of  the  large  expenditure  necessary  for 
the  construction  of  the  buildings,  the 
annual  expense  of  this  institution  may  be 
placed  in  round  figures  at  about  $40,000. 
Now,  I  ask  the  House  what  are  the 
practical  results  of  this  large  expendi- 
ture 1  A  re  we,  as  at  West  Point,  training 
a  given  number  of  young  men  to  ofiScer 
a  standing  army  in  the  Dominion  ?  We 
have  not  even  the  shadow  or  nucleus  of 
a  standing  army,  for  the  reason  that  our 
nationality  has  not  yet  assumed  large 
enough  proportions,  and  our  financial 
resources  are  insufficient.  Then  the 
House  will  ask  cui  bono  this  practical 
military  institution  ?  A  certain  number 
of  young  men  receive  there,  as  they  could 
at  West  Point  or  at  Sandhurst,  a  thor- 
ough military  education  and  training.  A 
certain  number  of  parents  of  a  wealthy 
class  are  deriving  certain  advantages  at 
the  public  expense.  But  this  explanation 
will  not  satisfy  the  taxpayers  of  the  Do- 
minion, nor  will  it  satisfy  the  enlightened 
citizens  of  our  country.  I  fear  that  this 
is  not  a  happy  illustration  of  the  pr>ictical 
working  of  our  beautiful  theory  of  responsi- 
ble government.  I,  who  have  lived  under 
the  Governments  of  Germany  and  Aus- 
tria, venture  boldly  to  assert  that  such 
an  aimless  expenditure  of  public  money 
would  never  be  feund  at  Vienna  or  Berlin, 
We  have,  at  pi*esent,  in  this  Dominion, 
a  population  of  four  millions — a  people 
distinguished  for  great  industry  and  en- 
terprise. If  ever  there  wsts  a  people  that 
deserved  to  be  well-governed,  it  is  the 
people  of  this  Dominion.  I  do  not  know, 
from  personal  observation,  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  but  behold  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  with  its  bright,  cheerful  hamlets, 
and  churches,  and  towns,  and  cities,  all 
Hon,  Mr,  Alexander, 


speaking  of  industry,  and  prudence,  and 
thrift,  and  general  happiness ;  take  my 
own  Province  of  Ontario,  where,  during 
half  a  century,  the  forests  have,  by  un- 
bending toil,  been  replaced  by  comfortable 
homesteads,  and  the  soil  has  been  made  to 
yield  abundance  of  food.  But,  with  all  this, 
our  people  are  groaning  under  burden- 
some taxation.  The  country  is  over- 
weighted with  governmental  machinery, 
and  the  result  is  that,  in  addition  to 
oppressive  taxation,  we  have  now  annu- 
ally chronic  deficits.  While  the  great 
Republic,  with  its  forty  millions,  has 
only  seven  departments  of  state,  this 
young  country  must  have  thirteen  de- 
partments— thirteen  ministers  of  the 
Crown,  enjoying  salaries  of  $8,000  a 
year,  including  the  sessional  indemnity. 
And  this  is  the  manner  in  which  one  of 
the  departments  is  administered.  Will 
any  member  of  this  House  say  that,  up 
to  the  present  moment,  and  for  the  next 
ten  years,  the  office  of  Minister 
of  Militia  might  not  be  abol- 
ished ?  Might  not  all  the  duties  of  that 
Department,  be  perfectly  administered 
by  our  present  able  Adjutant-General 
of  Militia,  Colonel  Walter  Powell,  under 
the  suggestions  of  an  experienced  mili- 
tary commander )  Let  me  venture  now, 
as  we  have  not  yet  the  nudeus  of  a 
standing  army,  to  throw  out  some  sug- 
gestions shewing  how  this  Koyal  College 
at  Kingston  could  be  utilized  to  accom- 
plish good  in  another  direction,  as  the 
period  has  not  arrived  for  its  being  de- 
voted entirely  to  military  purposes.  We 
are  enterin/it  upon  the  construction  of 
extensive  public  works — railroads,  rail- 
way bridges  and  canals,  requiring  great 
engineering  skill  and  training.  We 
also  requii-e  high  scientific  training  to 
carry  out,  in  an  efficient  manner,  the 
surveys  of  our  North- WesT»  Territory — 
to  fill  the  higher  offices  of  the  Public 
Works  Department  and  to  discharge 
possible  military  duties  that  may  in  the 
future  arise  and  devolve  on  the  Militia 
Department,  as  the  country  progresses. 
Why  should  not  the  Government  adopt 
the  policy  to  accomplish  the  highest 
scientific  training  of  our  own  youth  for 
such  work,  by  establishing,  as  in  Eng 
land,  the  principle  of  competitive  exam- 
inations on  entering  the  Koyal  Military 
College,  and  let  all  those  offices  to 
which  I  refer  be  thrown   open    to   corn- 
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petitive  examinations  and  merit  ?  We 
shall  thus  be  training  and  using  our  own 
native  talent.  How  much  would  it  be 
to  the  advantage  and  benefit  of  the 
country  that  we  should  thus  secure 
young  men,  disciplined  ai)d  honorable, 
and  thus  raise  the  engineering  service  of 
the  country,  outside  the  influences  of 
politics!  What  enormous  suras  of  money 
could  be  saved  to  the  country  by  em- 
ploying men  of  real  scientific  training, 
who  could  be  relied  on  to  send  in  reports 
unbiassed  by  fears  of  pai*ty  politics, 
which  cannot  be  done  by  men  appointed! 
and  kept  in  position  by  politicians  1 
Some  reports  of  Grovemment  engineers 
have  been  found  to  read  either  way,  like 
the  Delphic  Oracle:  Aio  te  Roinanoa 
vincej'e  posse.  We  are  at  present  em- 
ploying a  foreigner  in  the  Canal  Branch 
of  Uie  Public  Works — ^no  doubt  a  gen- 
tleman of  high  attainments,  whose  ser- 
vices we  are  glad  to  avail  ourselves  of. 
But  why  should  this  necessity  have 
arisen,  with  such  large  expenditures 
going  on,  upon  institutions  wldch  ought 
to  produce  such  men  amongst  ourselves  1 
I  will  not  weary  the  House  by  enlarging 
further  to-day  upon  this  subject,  but 
move  the  adoption  of  the  motion  of 
which  I  have  given  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— What  is 
the  income  of  the  college  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— You  will 
find  on  page  154  of  the  Public  Accounts 
of  this  year,  that  the  total  expenditure 
on  the  Royal  Military  College  is  $52,470 ; 
refunds,  »>eing  contributions  from  cadets 
under  regulations,  $10,857.98  ;  transfers 
for  articles  supplied  North-West  Mounted 
Police  force  $190.31,  leaving  $41,422.26 
as  the  cost  of  the  Military  College. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  do  not  intend 
to  enter  into  the  merits  of  the  resolution 
which  has  been  proposed.  My  object  in 
lising  now  is  to  state  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  4own  has  been,  from 
the  time  he  commenced  to  read  his  speech, 
until  the  end  of  it,  entirely  out  of  order. 
It  was  only  in  deference  to  him,  and  as  a 
matter  of  courtesy,  that  I  did  not  inter- 
rupt him  and  call  him  to  order.  We 
^eem  to  be  gradually  drifting  into  an 
irie$(ular  habit  of  reading  speeches  instead 
of  making  them.  With  all  the  sense  of 
responsibility  upon  uie,  in  adverting  to 
the  course  taken  by  the  hon.  member, 
Hon.  Mr.  Alexander, 


and  assuming,  as  a  matter  of  course,  that 
my  doing  so,  alter  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  delivered  himself,  will  not  be  mis- 
construed in  any  way  as  a  reflection  upon 
him,  I  will  simply  call  attention  to  the 
rule  as  laid  down  in  Parliament  by 
May. 

[Mr.  Dickey  here  quoted  from  this  work  the 
rule  as  laid  down :  that  it  is  distinctly 
contrary  to  parliamentary  usage  of  both 
Lord9  and  Commons  to  read  speeches, 
which  must  be  delivered  viva  voce.} 

That  is  the  rule  in  the  Commons  and  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  I  need  hardly 
remind  hon.  members  that  our  own  rules 
provide  that,  in  any  unprovided  cases, 
reference  must  be  had  to  the  usages  of 
the  House  of  Lords. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  merely 
say,  as  an  humble  loyman  of  this  House, 
I  do  not  possess  the  ability  for  debate  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  who  is  a  practised 
barrister. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Most  of  the  information  that  is  asked 
for  may  be  found  in  the  Canada  Gazette, 
but  the  Goxerament  has  no  objection  to 
the  address,  as  the  return  will  place  the 
information  in  a  more  convenient  shape. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  attacked  the 
Civil  Service — that  part  of  it  which  has 
the  administration  of  oanals — very  un- 
justly. The  Kussian  gentleman  who  is 
in  the  sei*vice  of  that  Department,  and  to 
whom  he  has  referred,  is  only  one  of  a 
number  of  meritorious  officers,  and  there 
are  others  his  equals,  and  some  his 
superiors  in  professional  skill.  I  speak 
of  Canadians,  and  though  I  should  be 
Very  unwilling  to  see  withheld  any 
recognition  of  merit  wherever  it  may  be 
due,  there  was  no  necessity,  and  it  was 
extremely  unjust  to  others  to  refpr  to 
him  in  the  terms  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
used.  The  hon.  Senator  has  been  good 
enough  to  tell  us  also  that  he  thinks  the 
office  I  have  the  honor  of  holding  might, 
advantageously,  be  abolished.  It  is  odd 
that,  during  the  present  seesion,  I  have 
heard  (I  merely  state  the  rumors  which 
have  reached  me)  that  he,  not  many  days 
ago,  considered  the  position  of  Minister 
of  Militia,  not  only  an  office  which  should 
be  maintained,  but  that  he  coveted  it  for 
himself,  and  was  actually  ready  to  give 
his  services  to  the  country  and  step  into 
the  office ;  and,  moreover,  proposed  to  one 
or    two    hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House 
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to  be  his  colleagues — proposed  office 
to  them  in  fact — and  not  only 
so,  but  that  he  was  so  active 
about  it,  and  so  anxious  to  oc- 
cupy this  post,  which  he  now  thinks 
fihonld  be  abolished,  that,  I  am  told,  he 
waited  on  the  head  of  the  Goverrment 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  to  suggest  that 
changes  should  be  made,  and  his  services 
availed  of. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  rise  to 
a  question  of  order.  I  want  to  know 
whether  private  conversations  ought  to 
be  repeated  in  the  manner  in  which  they 
are  now  done  by  the  leader  of  the  Gov- 
ernment OR  the  floor  of  this  House, 
which  may  be  totally  incoiTect  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEK.  CAMPBELL— I 
am  not  relating  any  private  conversa- 
tions, but  am  giving  the  House  the 
rumors  which  have  reached  me.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  said  to  have  waited  on 
the  leader  of  the  Government  for  the 
purpose  I  have  mentioned ;  and,  not 
content  with  that,  on  finding  his  services 
were  not  thought  to  be  so  valuable  as  he 
imagined,  he,  I  understand,  proffered  his 
services  to  the  Opposition.  He  was 
willing,  it  would  seem,  to  serve  under 
Mr.  Mackenzie,  or  in  any  other  way,  or 
under  either  party,  if  he  could  displace 
me  and  get  into  the  office  I  now  hold, 
and  which  he  now  says  should  be  abol- 
ished. I  only  mention  this  to  shew  how 
little  reliance  should  be  placed  on  the 
hon.  gentlemen's  suggestion.  I  do  not 
wish  to  go  into  any  contest  with  the  hon. 
gentleman,  for  reasons  which  the  House 
will  understand.  I  desire,  if  possible,  td 
live  at  peace  with  all  men,  but  I  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  make  these  few 
remarks  that  the  House  may  understand 
the  value  of  the  suggestion  and  of  the 
motives  which  led  to  its  being  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  that  tliitf 
is  a  fitting  occasion  to  advert  to  an  inci- 
dent that,  I  think,  is  going  to  prove  that 
the  existence  of  that  College  in  Canada 
is  to  be  attended  with  very  substantial 
benefits.  It  must  be  in  the  recollection 
of  hon.  gentlemen  that,  a  few  months 
ago,  the  Imi>erial  Government  intimated 
to  the  Government  of  Canada  that  com- 
,  missions  would  be  set  apart  in  the  artil- 
lery and  engineers  for  gentlemen  who 
would  graduate  at  the  Military  College 
in  Canada.  They  would  enter  the  Im- 
Hon.  Sir  Alex,  Campbell. 


perial  service  on  the  principle  of  competi- 
tive examinations,  adverted  to  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock.  There 
were  four  commissions  set  apai*t,  the  first 
in  (lie  Engineers,  the  second  in  the 
Royal  Artillery,  and  the  others,  1  believe, 
in  the  Infantry.  This  seems  to  me  to  be 
a  fitting  occasion  to  call  attention  to  the 
opportunities  thus  afforded  to  young 
Canadians  to  enter  the  Imperial  service, 
as  they  could  not  have  done  prior  to^ 
this  concession  made  by  the  Imperial 
authorities,  unless  they  had  very  strong, 
influence  at  home. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
also  wish  to  say  something  as  to  the  in- 
come which  we  expect  to  derive  from  the 
College.  It  will  be  increased  during  the 
year  which  begins  next  July  by  a  sum 
of  about  $10,000. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

8T.  LAWRENCE  RIVEE  IMPROVEMENTS. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  moved  :— 

'^  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Governor-General,  pra3ring 
that  His  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to 
cause  to  be  placed  before  this  House : — 

*<lst.  Copy  of  the  resolutions  adopted  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  of  the  city  of  Montreal,  on 
the  6th  of  April  Inst.,  on  the  subject  of  the 
assumption  by  the  Government  of  the 
Dominion  of  the  debt  contracted  by  the  Har- 
bor Commissioners  of  Montreal,  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  Harbor  of  Montreal  and  the 
deepening  of  the  channel  of  the  river  St.  Law- 
rence below  Montreal,  and  on  ttie  subject  of 
the  reduction  of  the  dues  imposed  on  ship^ 
ping,  either  in  the  harbor  of  Montreal  or  ou 
the  Government  canals. 

*<  2nd.  A  statement  of  the  entire  cost  of  the 
works  and  improvements  in  the  river  St. 
Lawrence  between  Montreal  and  Quebec,  ac- 
cording to  the  various  reports  of  the  Harbor 
Commissioners  of  Montreal,  since  the  year 
1850,  such  statement  to  indicate  the  places  in 
the  river  where  such  works  and  improvements 
have  been  carried  out,  and  the  sums  the  same 
have  cost 

"  3rd.  Copies  of  all  letters  that  have  passed 
between  the  Government  of  the  Dominion 
and  the  Government  of  the  ]ate  Province  of 
Canada,  on  the  one  part,  and  the  said  Harbor 
Commissioners  of  Montreal,  on  the  other,  as 
well  as  of  all  letters  and  memorials  on  the 
subject  of  the  said  works  and  improvements 
addiressed  to  the  said  Governments." 

He  said :  I  think,  hon.  gentlemen, 
that  everybody  will  be  of  opinion 
that,  when  such  a  proposal  is  made 
to   the   Government  of    the   Dominioa 
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to  assume  the  burden  of  the  debt  con- 
tracted for  the  improvements  on  Lake 
St.  Peter  and  in  the  St.  Lawrence,  now 
due  by  the  Harbor  Commissioners  of 
Montreal,  the  resolution  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  of  that  city  containing  such  pro- 
posal should  be  placed  before  the  House, 
together  with  a  detailed  statement  of  the 
debt,  and  all  the  papera  connected  with 
the  matter.  The  proposition  is  of  such 
an  important  character  that  ample  op- 
portunity should  be  given  to  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  to  look  carefully 
into  the  subject,  in  order  that  they  may 
duly  consider  the  advisabUity  of  the 
Government  entering  into  such  an 
undertaking.  In  my  opinion,  this  is 
one  of  the  most  important  questions  that 
can  occupy  the  attention  of  this  House. 
It  is  well  known,  and  it  is  hardly  neces- 
sary to  i-epeat  it,  that  the  navigation  of 
our  great  national  highway,  the  River 
St.  Lawrence,  is  a  matter  of  so  much 
consequence  to  this  country  that  we  can- 
not pay  too  much  attention,  not  only  to 
its  improvement,  but  to  the  encourage- 
ment of  the  trade  which  follows  that 
channel.  Unfortunately,  circumstances 
have  modified  our  position  in  such  a  way 
as  to  deprive  us  of  most  important 
benefits  which  might  be  derived  from 
the  possession  of  such  a  great  highway 
to  the  sea.  Aboul  thirty  years  ago  the 
Qovemment  of  Canada  inaugurated  a 
policy,  which  has  been  endorsed,  I  may 
say,  by  all  the  public  men  of  this  Do- 
minion— a  policy  that  has  cost  us  mil- 
lions and  millions  of  dollars,  for  which 
we  have  not  received  anything  like  a 
proportionate  return.  It  is  well  known 
that  not  more  than  six  per  cent,  of  the 
export  tirade  of  the  "West,  of  which  the 
St.  Lawrence  is  the  natural  outlet,  follows 
that  route.  The  rest  finds  its  way  by 
the  Erie  Canal  and  other  American 
channels  to  the  sea.  It  is  also  well 
known  that  the  main  cause  of  this 
diversion  of  the  trade,  is  the  heavy 
charges  which  are  imposed  upon  the 
traffic  which  goes  by  Canadian  ports.  I 
know  that  it  has  already  been  declared  in 
another  place  that  the  Oovemment  do 
not  intend  to  take  immediate  action  in 
this  matter.  Of  course,  it  is  of  too  impor- 
tant a  nature  to  criticise  or  condemn  the 
Government  for  taking  at  least  a  year  to 
decide  upon  what  coui*se  is  best  to  pursue  ; 
but,  I  think  there  is  but  one  opinion 
Hon.  Mr.  Trudel. 


amongst  the  people  of  Canada,  and  that  is, 
that  something  should  be  done  in  order 
to  put  ourselves  in  a  position  to  benefit 
more  fully  by  the  improvements  we 
have  made  in  the  St  Lawrence,  at  so 
enormous  a  cost.  I  contend  that,  after 
such  a  heavy  outlay,  the  Government 
should  not  now  be  prevented  by  the  con- 
sideration of  further  expense,  even  of 
millions  of  dollars,  if  necessary,  from 
giving  effect  to  the  policy  which  has  been 
so  steadfastly  followed  during  the  last 
thirty  years.  The  people,  especially  in 
the  Province  to  which  I  belong,  are  so 
anxious  about  the  question  that  even  the 
resolution  which  I  now  propose  has 
raised  strong  feelings  ambngst  a  certain 
class  of  the  population.  In  a  recent 
issue  of  one  of  the  leading  papers  of 
Montreal,  1  find  the  foUowing  remarks  : — 
"In  the  Senate,  to-morrow,  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Tnidei  intends  to  renew  his  criticisms  upon 
the  Montreal  Harbor  Commission.  It  is 
somewhat  strange  that  he  chooses  a  time  like 
the  present  for  an  attempt  to  prove  that  the 
work  upon  the  ship  canal  is  useless,  and  badly 
controlled.  His  energies  would  have  been 
better  expended  in  helping  the  delegation 
spoken  of  above .  '^ 

I  do  not  complain  of  this  criticism 
upon  the  course  that  I  am  taking. 
I  quete  these  remarks  in  order  to  shew 
the  interest  which  tho  people  are  taking 
in  this  question.  Of  course,  I  under- 
stand that  all  nien  who  take  an  activo 
part  in  the  public  affairs  of  the  country 
are  subject  to  criticism  by  the  press^ 
For  this  I  have  nothing  to  say ;  but,  per- 
haps, it  would  have  been  better  had  the 
writer  of  this  article  waited  to  see  what 
my  course  would  be  before  writing  his 
criticism.  I  respectfully  submit  to  the 
House  that  the  motion  of  which  I  gave 
notice  contains  nothing  objectionable.  I 
refer  to  this  now  more  particularly  in 
order  to  disabuse  the  mind  of  one  hon. 
gentleman  of  the  false  impression  he 
seems  to  entertain  of  what  I  said  on  a 
previous  occasion.  The  House  will  re- 
collect that,  in  a  former  debate,  J  took 
great  care  not  to  make  any  charges 
against  the  members  of  the  Harbor 
Commission.  I  then  stated  that  I 
was  perfectly  sure  that  those  men 
were  men  of  honor,  great  abil- 
ity and  great  patriotism,  and  that 
I  had  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  they 
had  done  their  best  to  promote  the  inter- 
ests of  the  country,  but  I  added  that  the 
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works  under  the  control  of  the  Harbor 
Commissioners  had  attained  such  a  mag- 
nitude that  we  could  not  expect  from 
gentlemen,  to  whom  these  public  works 
were  of  secondary  impoi-tance,  (because 
they  had  first  to  attend  to  their  own  pri- 
vate business)  that  the  works  under  their 
charge  could  receive  the  same  careful 
supervision  that  would  be  given  by 
public  officers  haiHng  the  same  responsi- 
bility as  the  head  of  a  public  department, 
and  that,  therefore,  it  was  quite  natural 
some  irregularities  should  occur.  I 
further  stated  that  I  attributed  the  mis- 
.takes  which  I  mentioned,  to  the  irre- 
sponsibility of  the  employes  of  the  Com- 
missioners, and  Xhat  I  was  satisfied  that 
the  members  of  the  Board  were  not  to 
blame.  I  also  contended  that  the 
time  had  come  for  Parliament  and 
the  Government  to  examine  into 
this  matter,  and  see  if  a  change  of  the 
system  would  not  be  beneficial  to  the 
country.  It  was  remarked  on  that  oo- 
^»sion  by  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Militia 
that  this  harbor  trust  was,  to  a  certain 
-extent,  beyond  the  control  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. I  said  then,  and  I  am  still  of 
the  same  opinion,  that  works  of  such 
magnitude,  upon  which  millions  of  the 
public  money  were  expended,  should  be 
brought  under  the  control  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. Thp  tendency  of  the  article 
from  which  I  have  quoted  is  that,  in 
order  not  to  compromise  the  project  of 
having  the  Harbor  Commission  taken 
over  by  the  Government,  it  was  better 
not  to  inquire  into  the  manner  in  which 
the  money  had  been  expended.  I  do 
not  agree  with  that  policy.  It  is  not  a 
proper  manner  of  dealing  with  public 
business.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Gov- 
ernment would  take  upon  themselves 
this  burden,  though,  practically,  it  is 
upon  the  country  now,  because  the 
money  which  has  been  expended  by  the 
Harbor  Commission  was  borrowed  from 
the  Government,  and  the  Harbor  Com- 
missioners, having  no  means  of  reim- 
bursing them  for  the  expenditure,  it  is, 
practically  speaking,  a  public  debt,  and 
the  money  disbursed  in  that  way  was  as 
much  public  money  as  if  it  had  been  ex- 
pended by  a  regular  department  of  the 
Government.  At  all  events,  I  do  not 
think  that  the  Government  of  the  day 
would  take  the  responsibility  of  assum- 
ing that  debt  without  examining  into 
Hon,  Mr,  Trudel, 


the  condition  of  the  affairs  of  the  Harbor 
Trust  I  now  desire  to  shew,  not  only 
the  advisability,  but  the  necessity,  for 
the  Government  undertaking  to  relieve 
Canadian  as  well  as  foreign  trade  from 
the  heavy  charges  which  are  put  upon  it 
on  account  of  the  debt  of  the  Harbor 
Commissioners.  The  cost  of  Exporting 
goods  from  the  West  is  greater  from 
Chicago  to  Montreal  than  from  Chicago 
to  New  York.  Statistics  which  I  have 
before  me  shew  that  the  average  cost  of 
transferring  60,000  bushels  of  wheat  from 
Chicago  to  Montreal  by  the  St.  Lawrence 
route  is  $^,200  ;  that  is,  10^  cents  per 
bushel.  The  cost  of  the  same  quantity 
of  wheat  from  Chicago  to  Buffalo  by 
steam  barge  is  $1,710,  whioh  is  equal  to 
2i®^  cents  per  bushel,  and  from  Buffalo 
to  New  York,  by  the  Erie  Canal,  it  costs 
5^  cents  per  bushel,  making  altogether 


Uc< 


8  Jc'  per  bushel  as  the  entire  cost  of  the 
carriage  of  wheat  per  bushel  from  Chi- 
cago to  New  York,  while  it  is  lOJc.  per 
bushel  from  Chicago  to  Montreal  ;  a  dif- 
ference of  about  2 1  per  cent,  in  favor  of 
New  York.  Nor  is  that  the  only  differ- 
ence against  Montreal.  If  it  was,  the 
natural  advantages  of  our  great  highway 
might,  no  doubt,  enable  us  to  keep  our 
trade ;  but,  unfortunately,  the  harbor 
dues  in  the  port  of  Montreal  are  so 
heavy  that  competition  with  the  Ameri- 
can channels  is  hardly  possible.  For  a 
given  tonnage,  the  difference  between  the 
port  of  Montreal  and  the  port  of  New 
York,  is  as  follows  : — A  duty  of  three- 
foui-ths  of  a  cent  per  ton  gives  $45  per 
day  in  the  port  of  Montreal  j  no  similar 
clArge  exists  in  the  port  of  New  York. 
Now,  there  is  another  charge  of  $2.50  a 
week  by  the  owner  ot  the  wharf,  which 
would  give  $7.60  for  three  weeks,  which 
is  the  average  time  occupied.  In  the 
port  of  New  York  the  charges  of  private 
owners  of  wharves  are  heavier  than 
in  Montreal.  Accommodation,  which  in 
the  latter  port  would  cost  only  $7.50, 
would,  in  New  York,  cost  $40.  But  the 
customs  charge  in  Montreal  is  $7.50, 
while  in  New  York  it  is  only  $6.  For 
health  inspection  it  cost  $1  in  Montreal ; 
nothing  in  New  York.  In  the  former 
port  there  is  one  hospital  and  police 
charges  of  five  cents  per  ton,  say  $15  ; 
nothing  in  the  latter.  The  towage  in- 
ward and  outward,  to  the  sea,  is  $275  ; 
in  New  York  it  is  only  $uO.      Pilotage 
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is  $118.25  fioin  Montreal;  I'rom  New 
York  it  is  only  $7.3.70.  Wharfage  is, 
in  Montreal,  $100;  in  New  York 
nothing — making  a  total  charge  against 
Montreal  of  $560.75  ;  while,  for  the  port 
of  New  York,  for  the  same  towage,  it  is 
only  $179.76— a  difference  of  $380.99 
in  favor  of  New  York,  as  the  following 
will  shew  : — 


For  Twenty  Days.      Montreal.    New  York 


Harbor  dues  three- 
fourth  cents  per  day. 

To  the  owner  of  the 
wharl 

Oustoms 

Health  officer 

Hospital  and  police 
dues,  5  cts.  per  ton . 

Inward  and  outward 
towa^ 

Inward  and  oatward 
pilotage 


Difference     against 
Montreal  ...». 


$45  00 

7  60 
7  60 
1  00 

16  OCV 

276  00 

118  26 


$561   76 
179  70 


$40  00 
6  00 


So  00 
73  70 


$179  70 


$382  06 


Shewing  that  the  charges  at  the  port 
of  Montreal  are  more  than  three  times 
Chose  of  New  York. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Do  for- 
•eign  vessels  pay  the  same  duties  as  home 
ships  in  New  York  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  do  not  know, 
but  I  suppose  they  are  the  same,  be- 
cause I  see  there  are  many  charges 
which  ai-e  not  made  in  New  York  that 
^re  made  in  M^nti-eal. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAODONALD— Foreign 
ships  pay  double  the  amount  in  San 
Francisco  that  home  ships  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  do  not  think 
this  question  should  be  dealt  with  as  a 
local  one.  I  think  that  the  Government 
should  take  the  necessary  steps  to  induce 
the  trade  of  the  West  to  come  down  by 
the  Canadian  route,  whatever  may  be 
the  sacrifice,  becaiise  I  thine  the  time 
has  passed  when  it  would  be  advisable 
to  adopt  a  different  policy  after  spend- 
ing millions  of  money  upon  the  route. 
I  consider  that,  before  saddling  the  coun- 
try with  the  heavy  debt  which  has 
been  put  upon  our  shoulders  to 
Hon.  Mr.  Trudel 


open  up  our  great  national  highway, 
the  time  was  then  op|>ortune  to  ascer- 
tain whether  such  an  expenditure  would 
have  the  necessary  effect  of  bringing  the 
trade  of  the  West  through  our  waters  ; 
but  the  expense  having  been  incuri-ed,  I 
consider  it  would  not  be  a  proper  policy 
to  stop  now  for  the  sake  of  saving  one  or 
two  millions  of  dollars,  and  allow  that 
trade  to  be  captured  by  a  foreign  coun- 
try. The  other  day  I  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  time  had  come  for  the 
Government  or  Parliament  to  consider 
the  question  whether  it  would  not  be  far 
better,  in  the  public  interest,  that  those 
works — the  St.  Lawrence  Kiver  im- 
provements— should  be  placed  under  the 
control  of  the  Government.  But  I  think 
that  I  am  in  a  position  to  cite  facts  and 
authorities,  which  will  shew  clearly  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  of  the 
day  to  resume  the  control  of  those  works, 
and  this  with  due  respect  to  the  charac- 
ter for  honor,  integrity  and  capacity  of 
the  gentlemen  composing  the  Harbor 
Commission.  The  amounts  expended 
upon  those  works  on  the  River  St.  Law- 
rence, from  1841  to  the  1st  of  July 
last,  are  as  follow : — 

DBIPSNING     BBTWIBN     QUKDBC     AND    MONTRIAL— 
LAKB  ST.  PBTEB. 

Amount  expended  by 
Govt,  of  Canada 
from  1841,  to  31  at 
December,  1849, 
£73,676  98.  6d...  .$294,305  99 

Amount  through  Har- 
bor Coms.,  1st  Jan- 
uary, 1860,  to  30th 
June,  1867 869,929  18 


Amount  through  Har- 
bor Coms.,  year  en- 
ded 30th  June,1874f  276,000  00 

Amount  through  Har- 
bor Corns.,  year  en- 
ded 30th  June,1875  269,000  00 

Amount  through  Har- 
bor Corns.,  year  en- 
ded 30th  June,1876  192,000  00 

Amount  through  Har- 
bor Corns.,  year  en- 
ded 30th  June,l  8  77  122,000  00 

Amount  through  Har- 
bor Corns.,  year  en- 
ded 30th  Jane,  1878  130,000  00 

Amount  through  Har- 
bor Corns.,  year  en- 
ded 30th  June,  1879  178,000  00 


-$1,164,235  08 


858,000  00 


308,000  00 


Total $2,330,235  08 
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Bxpended  by  Govt,  of 

Canada  to  Slst  De- 
cember, 1849 $394,305  90 

Expended  by  Harbor 

Corns.,  viz.  : — Pre- 

vionsConfederation 

$869,929.18.       Ist 

July,  1867,  to  30th 

June,  1879,  $1,166,. 

000.00 2,035,929  18 


Total $2,330,235  08 

Those  figures  ai*e  taken  from  the  Public 
Accounts.  The  total  expenditure  there- 
fore, since  1841,  amounts  to  $2,330,235, 
up  to  the  30th  June,  1879,  and,  I  sup- 
pose, the  expenditure  for  this  year  is  as 
large  as  last  year's.  The  works  in  Lake 
St  Peter  were  begun  on  a  plan  to  cut  a 
straight  channel  through  it.  The  works 
were  under  the  control  of  the  Govern- 
ment up  to  1850,  and  this  plan  was 
carried  out  at  a  comparatively  small  cost. 
Since  1850,  the  Harbor  Commissioners 
have  had  control,  and  it  is  a  remarkable 
fact  that,  after  spending  a  considerable 
sum  of  money  in  the  same  direction,  they 
decided  to  abemdon  the  straight  channel 
and  revert  to  the  old  and  crooked  chan- 
nel, and  it  is  in  opening  up  that  last 
channel  that  most  of  this  enormous 
expenditure  of  $2,330,235  has  taken 
place.  1  find  in  the  sessional  papera  of 
1867-8,  when,  I  believe,  Mr.  Chapais 
was  Minister  of  Public  Works,  the  fol- 
lowing report.  (See  Sessional  Papers  8, 
Vol.  1.,  No.  5,  1867-68,  page  39.J  :— 

<<  There  were  so  many  conflicting  state- 
ments and  rumors  circulated  in  reference  to 
the  supposed  silting,  or  filling  up,  of  the  ex- 
cavated channel,  that,  in  1848,  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Public  Works  personally  inspected 
the  works,  and  caused  a  great  number  of 
soundings  to  be  taken  in  his  presence.  The 
Commissioner  reported  the  result  of  his  visit 
to  the  Governor  and  stated  that  the  newly-ex- 
cavated channel  was  not  filling  up ;  that  <  the 
width  of  the  channel  varied  in  some  places 
from  100  to  150  feet;  that  the  total  length, 
where  the  dredges  had  been  in'operation,  was 
seven  miles ;  and  that  there  yet  remained 
from  one  and  a  half  to  two  miles  to  be  exca- 
vated, in  order  to  complete  the  straight 
cut.' 

«  •  •  •  •  The  merchants  of  Mon- 
treal having  repeatedly  urged  on  the 
Government  the  importance  of  completing, 
at  as  early  a  date  as  possible,  the  deepen- 
ing of  a  channel  through  the  lake,  and 
having  stated  that  they  would  cheerfully  sub- 
mit to  a  toll  levied  on  all  vessels  of  great 
draft  which  would  pass  through  the  lake, 
an  Act  was  passed  in  August,  1850,  empower- 
ing the  Harl)or  Commissioners  of  Montretd  to 
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excavate  a  channel  through  Lake  St.  Peter, 
to  a  depth  of  16  feet,  the  said  channel  to  be 
made  in  such  a  manner,  direction,  and  place  as 
should  be  deemed  best  by  the  Commissioners, 
and  also  to  deepen  the  channel  in  the  St. 
Lawrence  at  or  near  the  Isle  Plate. 

«  •  •  •  •  The  Harbor  CoDunissioners, 
after  a  careful  examination  of  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  deemed  it  advisable  to 
abandon  the  works  commenced  on  the  new ' 
channel,  and  resolved  to  deepen  and  enlarge 
the  natural  channel.  This  improvement 
necessitated  an  excavation,  in  this  channel,  of 
eleven  and  a  half  miles  in  length.'' 

I  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  fact :  that  the  Harbor  Com- 
missioners abandoned  the  straight  chan- 
nel adopted  in  1844  by  the  Board  of 
Works,  after  seven  miles  of  it  had  been 
opened  up,  and  when  only  a  mile  and  a 
half,  or  two  miles,  of  it  remained  to  be 
done,  and  adopted  a  crooked  channel, 
where  they  had  to  excavate  for  a  dis- 
tance of  eleven  and  a  half  miles.  The 
reason  given  for  making  this  change  was 
that  the  straight  channel  was  filling  up, 
but  experience  has  demonstrated  that, 
instead  of  filling,  it  has  been  deepening. 
I  shall  now  quote,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  a  statement  made  by  a  gen- 
tleman of  great  experience,  a  man  who  is 
a  high  authority  in  these  matters.  He 
says: — 

"  What  were  the  reasons  for  abandoning  the 
works  begun  on  the  south  side  7  It  was  a 
great  mistake,  as  I  shall  shew,  for,  if  the  re- 
port of  experienced  persons  is  to  be  believed, 
this  abandoned  channel  was  the  best,  and  the 
one  that  should  have  been  followed  in  pre- 
ference to  all  others,  for  it  has  improved  by 
purely  natural  means.  Indeed,  according  to 
the  indications  of  the  chart,  we  find  that  when 
it  was  abandoned  there  was  fifteen  feet  of 
water  where  it  had  been  dredged,  whilst  there 
was  eleven  feet  of  water  on .  the  shoals,  and, 
according  to  the  report  of  these  same  ex- 
perienced persons  of  whom  I  have  just  spoken 
— the  Superintendent  of  Pilots  and  Captain 
Armstrong — a  depth  of  twenty  feet  of  water  is 
to  be  found  where  there  were  but  fifteen  be* 
fore.  It  is  not  so  in  the  northern  ckannel ; 
on  the  contrary,  the  level  gets  lower  there 
•very  day,  and  still  they  say  the  improvements 
there  are  complete.  Tbey  are  far  from  being 
so,  and,  what  is  more,  they  never  will  be,  tor, 
according  to  the  report  of  several  pilots,  this 
channel  (the  northern  crooked  one)  is 
gradually  filling  up.  There  is  nothing  sur» 
prising  in  that  to  anyone  acquainted  with 
the  nature  of  the  soil  through  which  this 
channel  passes.  It  has  been  cut  through 
moving  mud,  so  that  the  sides  of  this  channel 
being  cut  perpendicularly,  gradually  cave  in 
under  the  pressure  of  the  numerous  steamers 
which  are  constantly  going  and  coming. 
Naturally  enough,  this  mud  £ei11s  into  the  cut 
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-and  fills  it  up,  little  bj  little,  and  here  is  a 
proof  in  support  of  this  assertion,  which  is 
furnished  by  the  report -of  the  Superintendent 
of  the  Pilot  Office.  According  to  him,  the 
buoys  that  indicate  the  edges  of  the  cut  are 
generally  placed  i/wo  feet  inside  the  former 
Une,"  etc. 

I  thiak  it  is  due  t©  those  who,  at  the 
time,  opposed  the  change,  to  mention 
,  these  facts,  and  to  state  that  it  is  uni- 
versally conceded  now  that  the  public 
liioney  has  been  wasted  through  the 
mistaken  policy  of  the  Harbor  Com- 
missioners of  the  time.  And  every  year 
the  public  money  continues  to  be  wasted, 
when,  by  the  expenditure  of  a  lew  thou- 
sands of  dollars,  the  straight  channel 
could  be  made  navigable.  I  desire  to 
lay  before  the  Hous^  some  statements 
respecting  the  change  of  channel,  con- 
tained in  a  memorandum  that  has  been 
furnished  to  me  upon  the  subject.  I  ex- 
tract from  it  the  following  : — 

"  That  is  one  of  the  disadvantages  of  this 
channel,  and  it  is  a  great  one,  for  this  channel 
will  continually  require  improvements,  and  it 
'will  never  be  complete.  Another  disadvan- 
tage is  that  it  is  crooked,  so  that  vessels  can- 
not go  through  there  during  the  night,  not- 
withstanding the  nine  lights  that  are  placed 
there.  Now,  let  us  see  what  advantages  are 
offered  by  the  Yaughan  (the  straight)  channel. 
If,  instead  of  abandoning  it,  the  works  begun 
there  had  been  continued,  we  would  now  Imve 
a  good  straight  channel,  which  would  have 
'been  complied  a  long  time  ago.  On  this 
channel  there  would  be  but  one  bend,  and, 
with  six  lights,  vessels  could  easily  pass 
through  it  during  the  night,  and  avoid  delays 
in  waiting  for  the  daytime  to  pass  through  the 
lake.  Thus  it  seems  evident  to  me  that  the 
Yaughan  channel  was  too  hastily  given  up, 
and  that  the  influences  that  brought  about 
this  unfortunate  step  were  based  rather  upon 
false  reports  than  upon  a  personal  knowledge." 

So  much  for  Lake  St.  Peter.  The  ad- 
visability of  reverting  to  those  facts  has 
been  questioned.  I  am  asked  :  "  What 
is  the  use  of  going  back,  after  twenty 
years,  to  those  matters  ] "  I  do  so  as  a 
matter  of  justice  to  those  who,  at  the 
time,  opposed  that  disastrous  policy ; 
that  alone  is  a  sufficient  reason.  They 
have  been,  for  twenty  years,  baffled  and 
laughed .  at,  and  their  advice  has  been 
despised.  But  there  is  a  more  im[)oi't- 
ant  reason :  The  same  iniinous  policy  has 
been  continued,  and,  for  the  last  few 
years,  if  I  may  rely  upon  the  memoran- 
dum I  hold  in  my  hand,  the  officers  of 
the  Harbor  Commission  have  continued 
•to  make  the  improvements  in  the  wrong 
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direction,  and  waste  the  public  money, 
es|>ecially  at  Oa[>-Charles,  Cap  ii-la- Roche, 
Cap-T^evrard,  Contrecceur,  etc.,  always 
against  the  advice  of  the  most  competei^t 
men.  I  continue  to  quote  from  the 
same  memorandum  : — 

<^  At  Cap  Charles  a  channel  was  cut  through 
the  bar  formed  by  the  point  of  the  Cape.  It 
cannot  be  denied  that  this  channel,  cut 
through  the  bar,  renders  the  passing  of  this 
bar  much  easier.  This  channel  is  marked 
out  by  floating  buoys  and  lights,  that  are 
soon  to  be  put  in  place.  Unfortunately,  it 
takes  us  right  upon  a  shoal,  which  exists  a 
little  higher  up,  called  Pouiller  k  Bayer. 
There  is  the  fault  to  be  found  with  this  cut, 
and  that  is  what  lays  it  open  to  blame.  A 
line  more  to  the  south  should  have  been 
chosen;  by  following  the  natural  channel 
lying  to  the  south  ot  the  Pouiller  this  shoal 
would  have  been  avoided.  It  is  strange  that 
the  engineers  did  not  discover  this  channel. 
But  what  is  stranger  still  is  the  fact  that  they 
do  not  avail  themselves  of  it,  but  persist 
in  following  the  course  already  taken, 
which  renders  necessary  the  removal  of  the 
shoal,  which  is  soon  to  be  undertaken.  Why 
thus  dredge,  at  great  expense,  an  artificial 
channel  where  there  exists  a  natural  one, 
that,  with  a  little  improvement,  mii^ht  be 
made  excellent?  In  comparison  with  the 
works  contemplated,  this  would  cost  but 
little ;  and  it  cannot  be  pretended  that  the 
existence  of  this  natural  channel  is  unknown, 
for  in  1876,  when  the  works  were  inspected, 
the  superintendent  of  the  pilots,  who  was 
aware  of  the  existence  of  this  channel,  deemed 
it  his  duty  to  point  it  out  to  the  members  of 
the  Harbor  Commissioners,  as  well  as  the 
channel  that  should  have  been  followed, 
demonstrating  the  existence  of  the  latter  by 
means  of  soundings.  But,  as  usual,  the  Com- 
missioners paid  no  heed  to  his  opinion,  in 
order  not  to  injure  the  reputation  of 
engineers  appointed  by  them.  How  is  it  that, 
after  so  many  soundings,  this  channel  was 
not  discovered  ?  What  great  costs  would  have 
been  saved  1  This  fact  proves  that  the  persons 
entrusted  with  these  works  are  not  well 
acquainted  with  the  river,  or  else  that  their 
investigations  are  not  rightly  prosecuted,  and 
that  they  care  little  about  saving  the  public 
money,  and  still  less  about  improving  the 
channel.  8o  much  for  the  history  of  the 
works  performed  in  this  place.  As  for  the 
future,  it  is  proposed  to  remove  the  Pouiller  k 
Bayer  above  alluded  to.  In  my  humble 
opinion,  this  work  will  necessitate  a  great 
expenditure  that  might  be  easily  avoided.  It 
would  be  preferable  to  widen  the  cut  made 
through  the  bar  of  Cap  Charles,  of  which  I 
have  already  spoken,  and  to  carry  it  further 
to  the  south,  so  as  to  avoid  the  shoal,  and  fall 
into  the  natural  channel  lying  to  the  south  of 
the  shoal.  The  money  that  is  to  be  spent  for 
the  removal  of  this  Pouiller  could  be  far 
better  employed  for  the  widening  of  the  cut 
m  a  southerly  direction,  for  this  cut  is 
too    narrow,    and    offers,     moreover,    great 
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danger  for  large  vessels.  Dredges  ought 
to  be  set  to  work  there  in  order  to  widen  it 
and  render  it  less  perilous.  By  this  means  we 
would  bare,  in  a  few  years,  a  channel  wide 
enough  to  give  a  passage  in  a  straight  line 
from  the  point  of  the  river  Dacbene,  off  Cap  k 
la  Bocbe.  By  following  this  course,  vessels 
would  avoid,  by  passing  to  the  south,  the  Pou- 
iller  k  Rayer,  the  removal  of  which  would  be- 
come unnecessary  By  placing  two  lights  on 
the  point  of  the  Biver  Duchene,  in  order  to 
guide  the  course  of  vessels,  and  another  on 
Cap  Charles,  we  would  have  a  magnificent 
channel  that  would  save  the  cost  of  the  re- 
moval of  the  Pouiller  k  Hayer.  That  is  the 
way  in  w^ich  the  works  at  Cap  Charles  have 
been  carried  on.  It  is  evident  that  they  might 
have  been  more  satisfiiictorily  i>erformed  at 
less  cost,  and  that  much  can  yet  be  saved  and 
the  works  well  done,  provided  that  some  heed 
is  taken  of  the  opinions  of  persons  who, 
though  they  occupy  an  inferior  position,  can 
at  least  be  useful  and  render  much  service  on 
account  of  the  practical  knowledge  they  pos- 
aew  of  the  river.  The  past  should  be  a  lesson 
for  the  future.  The  public  would  gain  there- 
by. Let  us  now  pass  to  the  works  carried  on 
at  Cap  k  la  Roche. 

<'2.  gap! LA  Roon. 
"The  improvements  at  Cap  k  la  Roche 
have  not  been  carried  on  as  they  should 
have  been,  for  at  this  place  the  bottom, 
from  one  ^ore  to  the  other,  is  an  almost 
even  shingle,  but  paved  with  boulders 
and  rocky  ledges.  It  is  in  this  shingle  that, 
after  having  removed  the  boulders,  they  have 
dredged  the  new  channel.  This  channel, 
where  the  works  have  been  going  on  for  the 
last  two  years,  is  only  1 50  feet  wide,  and  has, 
moreover,  irregular  currents,  that  render  it 
dangerous.  If,  instead  of  making  this  new 
channel,  they  had  removed  the  boulders  from 
the  natural  one,  according  to  the  reports  of 
Captain  Armstrong  and  of  the  Superin- 
tendent of  the  Pilot  Office  in  1877, 
we  would  have  a  much  better  channel. 
By  comparing  the  two  we  will  be  easily  con- 
vinced of  this.  The  old  channel  has  an  even 
bottom,  which  the  new  one'  has  not ;  its  cur- 
rents are  regular,  whilst  irregular  currents  are 
frequently  met  with  in  the  new  channel, 
which,  together  with  the  rocky  points  project- 
ing from  each  side  in  a  cut  only  150  feet 
wide,  will  always  make  it  dangerous.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  old  channel  presents  no  diffi- 
culty in  either  going  up  or  down  the  river. 
After  having  dredged,  at  such  great  cost,  this 
channel  in  the  shingle,  and,  after  having  spent 
two  years  in  giving  it  a  width  of  150  feet,  it 
will  be  necessary  to  spend  as  much  more 
money  and  time  as  has  been  spent,  in  order 
to  give  a  width  of  300  feet,  which  is  required 
for  the  present  wants  of  navigation.  Thus, 
if  they  had  been  satisfied  with  removing  the 
boulders  from  the  old  northern  channel,  we 
would  have  as  much  water,  and  the  passage 
of  this  old  channel  would  be  much  less  dan- 
gerous than  that  of  the  new  one  that  they 
have  been  obliged  to  cut  through  the  solid 
rock  near  Cap  k  la  Roche.  If  to  that  be 
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added  the  cost  of  building  and  keeping  up  the 
two  lighthouses  placed  for  the  use  of  this  chan* 
nel,  on  the  Point  des  Grandines,  I  believe  it 
will  be  sufficient  to  convince  the  public  that 
the  dredging  of  this  new  <^hannel  was  entirely 
useless,  and  that  the  expenditure  it  has  in- 
volved is  a  dead  loss.  Therefore,  in  this 
place,  we  might  have  had  a  good  channel 
without  much  expense.  It  was  only  neces- 
sary to  improve  the  old  one,  which  could  have 
been  done  at  little  cost.    But  let  us  continue : 

<<  3.   CAP   LftVRARD. 

<<  The  report  of  Captain  Armstrong  and  of  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Pilot  Office,  in  1877,  of 
which  I  have  already  spoken,  recommended 
merely  the  cutting  away  of  the  point  of  the 
shoal,  at  St.  Anns,  so  as  to  widen,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  straighten  the  channel  at  this 
place,  for  this  channel,  improved  by  Captain 
Armstrong,  entrusted  with  the  dredges,  and  who- 
worked  there  for  two  or  three  years,  presented 
no  danger  whatever.  But  that  was  not  deemed 
sufficient.    Far  from  it.     This  channel  was 
abandoiied,  and  a  new  one,  that  was  not  neces- 
sary, was  cut  through  nearly  the  entire  width 
of  the  shoal.      I  really  do  not  know  what 
could  have  been  the  motive  of  dredging  this 
new  channel,  seeing  that  no  difficulty  had  been 
experienced  in  the  other.    Why  was  not  the 
money  spent  in  dredging  this  channel  ap^ 
plied  to  improving  the  existing  one,  or  rather 
a  part  of  it,  for  it  would  not  have  required  the 
whole  amount  ?    Really,  to  see  the  way  things 
are  carried  on,  one  would  say  that  each  engi- 
neer aspires  to  have  a  channel  of  his  own,  re-^ 
gardless,  of  expense,  and  without  taking  any 
pains  to  ascertain  whether  another  channei 
exists  tliat  might  be  rendered  good  with  a  little 
improvement.     So  much  so,  that,  if  the  pre«» 
sent  Government  appointed  another  engineer, 
he  would  doubtless  dig  a  third  channel  to  re- 
place tbe  two  existing  ones,  which,  according 
to  him,  would  be  worthless.     Thus,  H  a  part 
only  of  the  amount  sunk  in  the  new  channel 
had  been  expended  on  improvements  in  the 
old  one,  we  would  have,  to-day,  a  very  practi- 
cable channel,  whilst,  as  it  is,  out  of  the  two 
that  exist,  both  require  improving.    That  is 
how  the  public  funds  are  squandered.    It  is  In 
order  to  avoid  such  useless  expenditure  that 
the  pilots  requested  the  Harbor  Commissionera 
to  appoint  a  committee  of  pilots,  whose  duty 
it  would  be  to  come  to  an  understanding  with 
the  engineer  as  to  the  places  where  works 
could  be  the  most  advantageously  carried  on. 
I  am  convinced  that,  by  this  means,  great  suma 
might  be  saved. 

<<  5.   THB  OHAMKKL  AT  OOMTRXOOSUR. 

<<  There,  again,  after  an  enormous  amount 
had  been  spent  in  dredging  a  channel  on  th& 
north  side  of  the  river,  a  new  one  was  matie  on 
the  south  side.  I  would  ask  any  reasonable 
man,  acquainted  with  the  requirements  of 
navigation  at  this  point,  whether  the  dredging 
of  this  new  channel  was  necessary.  It  ia 
claimed,  in  justification,  that  the  northern 
channel  is  dangerous.  Tbis  is  not  the  case. 
On  the  contrary,  all  the  pilots  will  tell  yon 
that  it  is  less  dangerous  than  the  southern 
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channel,  because  it  is  stndghter,  and  because 
there  the  currents  offer  no  obstacle,  whilst 
the  southern  channel  is  not  only  crooked,  but 
also  full  of  strong  currents,  which  flow,  when 
the  water  is  low,  at  the  rate  of  from  five  to  six 
miles  an  hour.  That  is  what  is  dangerous, 
especially  when  yessels  meet.  It  is  true  that 
the  southern  channel  gives  deeper  soundings, 
but,  if  the  works  in  the  northern  channel  had 
been  continued,  and  if  a  part  only  pi  the 
amount  spent  in  the  new  one  had  been  em- 
ployed in  improvements  in  the  old,  this  chan- 
nel would,  to-day,  be  in  perfect  order,  whilst, 
as  it  is,  we  have  two  defective  channels,  and 
the  new  one,  for  the  above-stated  reasons,  is 
more  dangerous  than  the  old  one.  For,  in  the 
latter,  even  in  the  state  it  is  now  in,  vessels 
ate  only  exposed  to  ground  in  the  mud,  as  it 
has  happened  sometimes,  but  no  senous  acci- 
dent ever  occurred  there.  In  my  opinion,  this 
reason  was  not  sufficient  to  cause  it  to  be 
abandoned,  and  to  necessitate  the  dredging  of 
a  new  one." 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  those  works  have  always  been 
entered  upon  contrary  to  the  advice  •f 
two  of  the  most  competent  officers — 
Captain  Charles  Armstrong  and  the  Su- 
perintendent of  Pilots.  Years  after- 
wards, high  authorities  on  the  subject 
say  thAt,  after  all  this  expenditure,  the 
natural  ehannel  is  better  than  the  arti- 
ficial one,  which  has  been  cut  through 
rock  at  a  very  large  expense.  This 
document,  from  which  I  have  quoted,  is 
very  long.  I  shall  deposit  it  in  the  De- 
partment of  Public  Works  at  once, 
and  I  may  say  that  the  writer  of  it 
is  prepared,  at  any  time,  to  prove  his 
allegation^  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  re- 
port of  the  Select  Committee,  appointed 
two  •r  three  sessions  ago,  to  inquire  into 
the  cause  of  the  dismissal  of  certain 
officials  by  the  Harbor  Commissioners. 
Among  the  facts  brought  out  in  evidence 
was  this :  that  an  old  official,  PieiTe 
Cot^,  one  of  the  most  competent  men  in 
the  country,  was  dismissed  on  the  repre- 
sentation by  the  Engineer  of  the  Harbor 
Commissioners  that  his  salary  was  too 
large.  Pierre  Cot6  had  built  more  than 
twenty  steamers  and  other  vessels,  and 
was  called  upon  by  the  large  navigation 
companies  to  remedy  defects  in  their 
vessels  which  had  been  turned  out  of  the 
yards  of  the  best  builders  in  the  country. 
This  man  filled  the  position  of  superin- 
tendent in  the  important  shipyard  of  the 
Harbor  Commission  at  Sorel.  H«n. 
gentlemen  will  have  an  idea  of  the  im- 
portance and  magnitude  of  the  afikirs 
controlled  by  that  trust  from  the  fact, 
Hon.  Mr.  Trudel. 


stated  in  this  report,  that  about  sixty 
vessels,  most  of  which  are  steam 
vessels,  belong  to  the  Harbor  Commis- 
sion, and  are  employed  for  its  works. 
Cot^  was  at  once  the  superintendent  and 
the  engineer  of  the  yard.  His  salary 
was  $iK50  a  year,  and  he  dischai'ged  his 
duties  to  the  satisfaction  of  everybody  ; 
but  he  was  dismissed  on  the  score  of 
economy,  and  replaced  by  a  superinten- 
dent who  receives  $2,000,  and  a  foreman, 
who  is  paid  about  $600  a  year,  an  in- 
crease, for  the  performance  of  the  same 
work,  of  over  $1,600  a  year.  It  is 
stated  in  a  newspaper  of  Sorel  that, 
besides  these  two  officers,  an  engineer 
has  also  been  a[>pointed,  at  a  salary  of 
$1,500,  to  do  a  portion  of  the  work 
which  was  so  satisfactorily  done  by  Cote. 
If  that  is  true  (I  have  not  been  able  as 
yet  to  ascertain  the  accuracy,  of  this 
statement)  the  additional  expense  in- 
curred by  the  change  exceeds  $3,000. 
That  is  the  direct  result  of  dismissing  a 
nuvn  of  the  most  upright  and  honorable 
character,  and  whose  ability  is  unques- 
tioned. The  Select  Committee  who  in- 
vestigated this  matter  did  not  seem  to 
have  time  to  inquire  into  all  the  charges 
brought  against  the  Commissioners,  but 
I  observe  that  no  less  than  ten  or  fifteen 
employes^  who  were  said  to  be  well 
qualified  for  their  positions,  were  dis- 
charged without  cause.  There  is  another 
matter  to  which  I  desire  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.  Two  years  ago,  a 
sounding  apparatus  was  invented  by  a 
gentleman  in  the  service  of  the  Commis- 
sion. The  mode  of  sounding  hitherto 
has  been  to  tie  two  poles  on  each 
side  of  a  boat  and  run  in  the  channel. 
It  very  often  happened  that  these 
'poles  ran  between  boulders  without 
touching  them,  and  the  channel  was  re- 
ported to  be  perfectly  safe.  The  next 
day,  perhaps,  a  vessel  navigating  that 
same  channel  would  strike  upon  one  of 
those  boulders,  with,  very  often,  serious 
oonsequenoes.  The  apparatus  to  which 
I  have  referred  was  designed  to  remedy 
this.  It  is  described  in  the  report  of  the 
Patent  Office  of  June,  1878,  under  the 
number  8,774.  In  company  with  a  num- 
ber of  gentlemen,  principally  members  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  all  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  these  matters,  I  visited 
the  Patent  Office  and  inspected  the 
model  of  this  apparatus.      The  unani- 
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mous  opinion  was  that  it  was  an  admir- 
able invention,  and  we  could  not  under- 
stand why  the  Harbor  Commissioners 
had  not  adopted  it.  The  reason  is,  as  I 
am  informed,  that  the  engineer  of  the 
harbor  will  not  allow  any  invention  but 
his  own  to  be  used.  I  consulted  en- 
gineers in  the  Board  of  Works,  who  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  look  at  the  model, 
and  they  all  agreed  that  they  had  never 
-seen  a  more  useful  invention.  The 
Harbor  Commissioners,  when  it  was 
patented,  voted  a  sum  of  money  to  give 
it  a  trial,  but  I  am  told  that  the  engineer 
^f  the  harbor  refused  to  have  anything 
to  do  with  it.  This  may  appear  to  be  a 
trifling  matter,  but  it  is  not ;  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  dollars  have  been  ex- 
pended in  taking  soundings.  The  prin- 
cipal part  of  the  work  is  done  in  winter, 
through  holes  cut  in  the  ice,  and  the 
House  can  readily  understand  how  ex- 
pensive such  work  must  be.  You  can 
only  sound  one  point  at  each  hole.  With 
this  apparatus,  an  ordinary  steamer 
would  sound  about  fifty  miles  in  length 
-of  a  channel  in-  one  day.  Some  ferty  or 
fifty  men  connected  with  the  navigation 
of  the  St.  Lawrence  have  asked  me  if 
there  is  no  way  by  which  the  Commis- 
sion can  be  induced  to  adopt  this  useful 
invention.  The  explanation  of  all  these 
facts  is  always  the  same  :  the  officials  of 
the  Commission  control  the  whole  of 
these  works,  and  they  are,  properly 
speaking,  responsible  to  nobody.  How 
can  you  expect  a  merchant,  however  in- 
telligent and  public-spirited  he  may  be, 
to  devote  the  time,  which  is  demanded 
by  his  own  business,  to  such  matters  ) 
How  can  men,  who  are  engrossed  in 
mercantile  pursuits,  effectively  control 
these  engineers'?  Practically,  they  ase 
under  no  control. 

Hon.   Mr.   AIKINS— Are   they  not 
paid  by  the  Harbor  Commission  1 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— Then  the  Har- 
bor Commission  ought  to  control  th«m. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— Theoretically, 
that  is  true  ;  but,  practically,  it  is  not.  To 
be  properly  controlled,  a  man  must  be 
under  the  direction  of  somebody  who 
can  judge  of  his  work.  How  can  you 
expect  a  merchant,  who  devotes  all  his 
time  to  looking  after  his  business,  to 
spend  days  and  months  on  the  river  to 
Hon.  Ut.  Trudd. 


ascertain  whether  the  employes  of  the 
Commission  are  competent  or  not?  I 
would  not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  the 
head  engineer  is  not  a  competent  man. 
From  what  I  have  been  told,  I  believe 
that  he  is  a  good  engineer,  but  I  am 
obliged  to  conclude,  from  the  facts  I  have 
mentioned,  that  he  is  not  fit  for  the  po- 
sition which  he  hol4s.  I  stated,  the  other 
day,  on  the  authority  of  a  Montreal 
newspaper,  whose  statement  was  not  con- 
tradicted, that  the  result  of  appointing 
him  has  been  to  increase  the  expense  of 
the  engineer's  office  by  nearly  $7,000  per 
annum,  and  the  work  is  less  satisfactory. 
Without  attaching  blame  to  the  Com- 
missioners, I  contend  that  those  works 
are  of  such  magnitude  that  the  time  has 
come  for  Parliament  and  the  Government 
to  consider  seriously  whether  they  should 
not  be  brought  under  the  management  of 
one  of  the  public  departments,  whose  offi- 
cers are  better  qualified  to  say  what 
should  be  done,  and  who  can  put  an  end 
to  the  enormous  expenditures  which  are 
followed  by  such  unsatisfactory  results. 
I  ask,  first,  for  the  resolutions  of  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  and,  second,  for  all 
statements  and  papers  shewing  the  cost 
of  those  works.  In  doing  so,  I  urge 
again  the  necessity  for  the  Government 
to  adopt  a  policy  such  as  will  relieve  the 
trade  of  the  St.  Lawrence  of  the  charges 
which  prevent  a  successful  competition 
with  the  American  channels  ;  and,  in 
doing  it,  I  do  not  advocate  more  the 
interests  of  Montreal  than  those  of 
Quebec  or  any  other  city. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY-^I  shaU  not,  of 
course,  follow  the  hon.  gentleman  into  all 
the  details  of  his  speech,  for  I  am  sure 
it  is  quite  impossible  that  anyone  could 
understand  them,  except  by  having  a 
map  before  him,  and  after  having  made 
a  long  inquiry  as  to  the  facts.  It  is 
evident  that  some  person,  who  may,  per- 
haps, be  particularly  competent,  and,  for 
all  we  know,  may  be  very  incompetent, 
has  thought  that  he  knows  better  than 
the  engineers  and  all  those  gentlemen 
who  are  employed  on  this  work  how 
it  shall  be  managed.  For  my  part, 
if  the  Government  say  that  this 
person  is  one  who  speaks  with  authority, 
or  if  they  have  any  doubt  as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Harbor  Trust  is  being 
conducted,  and,  therefore,  consider  it 
necessary  to  institute  an  inquiry  and  to 
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undergo  the  expenses  that  would  be  en- 
tailed thereby,  I  see  no  objection  to 
granting  the  hon.  gentleman's  motion. 
I  do  not  want  to  be  understood  as 
opposing  an  inquiry  into  a  matter  of 
Bnch  consequence  as  this  ;  but  if  what  the 
Jion.  gentleman  has  stated  is  well  founded, 
I  think  we  must  admit  that  the  perver- 
sity of  the  series  of  Harbor  Commis- 
sioners who  have  managed  these  works 
has  been  beyond  all  perversity  hitherto 
heard  of.  I  lelieve  human  nature  is 
thought  by  some  to  be  naturally  per- 
verse, but  I  can  hardly  believe  thf  t  it 
has  reached  the  extent  of  perversity 
which  has  been  disclosed  by  the  state- 
ment i*ead  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  if  the 
^8tatement  is  well  founded.  What  are  we 
to  conclude  from  it  ?  That  one  Board  of 
Commissioners  after  another — gentle- 
men who  know  the  river,  and  whose 
interest  in  the  river  is  greater  than  that 
of  any  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House — 
have  gone  on,  year  after  year,  doing  what 
is  perfectly  useless,  and  heaping  up  costs 
and  expenses  on  their  own  trade.  The 
hon«  Senator  speaks  of  the  competence 
of  the  gentleman  who  has  given  him 
this  report  I  do  not  know  his  name, 
but  tliis  I  do  know  :  that  the  firm  of 
Allan  &  Company  have  three  or  four  ves- 
sels going  up  and  down  the  river  every 
week,  and  that  they  have  experienced 
pilots  on  board.  It,  therefore,  seems  to 
uie  very  strange  that  these  gentlemen 
have  not  found  out  ere  this  all  these  per- 
versities and  monstrosities  which  have 
•been  going  on  for  years,  and  which  have 
been  yearly  augmenting  expenses  of  their 
trade.  If  it  is  a  fact,  it  is  one  of  those 
instances  in  which  facts  are  more  extra- 
ordinary than  romance,  in  real  life.  I 
think  there  is  some  mistake  in  the  hon. 
gentleman's  remarks  as  to  the  time  when 
the  policy  of  making  the  stmight  chan- 
nel was  changed  and  the  construction 
of  what  is  called  the  crooked  channel  was 
<;ommenced. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  took  it  from 
the  report  of  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  for  1867. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— However  that 
may  be,  this  is  very  clear :  At  one  time, 
the  Government  into  whose  hands  the 
hon.  gentleman  desiresi  again  to  put  this 
work,  undertook  to  manage  it ;  but  they 
failed,  and  abandoned  it.  It  wasl 
Hon.  Mr,  Fenny, 


then  put  by  the  Government  into  the 
hands  of  a  Commission,  and  that  Com- 
mission has  carried  out  the  work  success- 
fully. The  hon  gentleman  tells  us  that 
the  dredged  channel,  after  all  this  work, 
is  worse  than  the  channel  existing  before 
the  dredging  was  done.  But  what  is  the 
fact  1  We  know  that  vessels  that  could 
not  formerly  come  up  by  the  natural 
channel  now  ascend  by  the  dredged 
channel,  and  we  have  vessels  of  from 
3,000  to  4,000  tons  unloading  at 
our  whaives;  whereas,  before  these  im- 
provements were  made,  our  vessels  were 
only  300  or  400  tons  burden.  That 
seems  to  me  to  be  inoonsistent  with  the 
hon.  gentleman's  contentions.  He  spoke 
of  Captain  Yaughan  as  a  man  of  consider- 
able talent.  The  hon.  gentleman  hap- 
pens to  be  a  younger  man  than  I  am, 
and  ho  is  not  conversant  with  the  cir- 
cumstances at  the  time  when  this  change 
took  place;  otherwise,  he  would  have 
known  that  Captain  Yaughan  was  never 
put  forward  as  an  authority  in  this  mat- 
ter at  all.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  were 
as  well  aware  of  the  facts  as  I  am,  he 
would  know  that  Captain  Yaughan  was 
not  a  scientific  man ;  and  that,  moreover, 
he  might  have  cited  persons  of  very 
great  authority  as  advocates  of  the 
straight  channel,  for  instanoe.  Captain 
Bayfield,  and  a  gentleman  whose  name  I 
do  not  at  the  moment  recollect,  who  was, 
however,  an  able  engineer,  afterwards 
employed  by  the  Imperial  Government 
at  Woolwich. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL—  I  did  not 
speak  of  Captain  Yaughan  at  all.  His 
name  was  referred  to  in  the  letter  that  I 
read,  which  simply  said  that  the  works 
were  under  his  direction.  I  know  very 
well  that  the  gentlemen  to  whom  the 
hon.  Senator  alludes  are  mentioned  in 
the  report  of  1868,  and  I  would  have 
quoted  the  whole  report,  but  that  I  saw 
thai  I  was  trespassing  on  the  time  of  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  FENNY— I  understood  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  this  straight 
channel  was  undertaken  on  the  advice  of 
Captain  Yaughan. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL—No. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— If  that  is  so,  I 
have  nothing  more  to  say  about  him. 
But  it  is  quite  true  that  eminent  author- 
ities— Captain    Bayfield  and  the  other 
29 
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gentlemen  whom  I  mentioned — did  rec- 
oommend  it.  Wbethor  their  recommen- 
dation was  right  or  wrong,  it  is  not  for 
me  to  say  ;  but  their  scheme  failed,  and 
the  Government  gave  up  the  work,  after 
having  expended  £70,000  in  attempting 
to  construct  this  straight  channel.  They 
may  have  been  right,  or  they  may  have 
been  wrong,  thus  to  abandon  it,  and  I 
know  there  are  people  who  think  at  this 
moment — Sir  H.  Allan,  I  believe,  among 
the  number — that  the  straight  channel 
could  have  been  had  if  it  had  been  pushed. 
Instead  of  that,  it  was  abandoned, 
and,  three  or  four  years  after- 
wards, the  Government  put  the 
whole  ihing  into  the  hands  of  a 
Commission,  which  has  made  it  a  success. 
It  is  not  only  the  Commissioners,  how- 
ever, who  have  made  all  these  mistakes, 
if  they  have  been  made.  The  hon. 
gentleman  spoke,  the  other  night, 
of  a  Mr.  Neish,  who  was  the 
engineer  to  the  Board  before  the  e^ 
pointment  of  Mr.  Kennedy,  the  present 
officer.  He  spoke  of  him  as  a  very  com- 
petent person,  but  I  know  there  were 
treasons  for  which  the  Board  did  not  con- 
sider it  advisable  to  continue  Mr.  Neish's 
services  as  their  engineer,  and  I  know 
that  Mr.  Kennedy  is  a  man  of  very  great 
experience  in  this  kind  of  work,  and  was 
appointed  because  of  his  ezpetience. 
However,  it  is  quite  certain  that  Mr. 
Neish,  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  spetxks 
of  as  being  so  very  competent,  did  all  or 
most  of  these  things  that  he  is  complain- 
ing of.  The  fact  is  that  Mr.  Kennedy  is 
merely  carrying  out  the  plans  of  his  pre- 
decessors. I  do  not  tlunk  it  is  at  all 
necessary  to  go  into  this  question  of  the 
sounding  apparatus;  but,  as  the  Com- 
missioners were  at  first  disposed  to  lay 
out  a  sum  of  money  for  it,  the  probabili- 
ties are  that  they  found  reason,  at  last,  to 
eonclude  that  they  did  not  want  the 
machine,  or  that  it  was  not  so  good  as 
4t  was  supposed  to  be.  I  do  not  suppose 
the  hon.  gentleman  attaches  a  great  deal 
of  importance  to  that,  and  I  certainly  do 
not.  Then,  however,  he  speaks  of  the 
Commissioners  being  very  incompetent 
because  they  are  not  able  to  spend  all 
their  time  on  the  river.  Suppose  the 
work  were  put  into  the  hands  of  a  gov- 
ernmental department,  oould  the  Minister 
or  deputy  head  of  that  department  spend 
all  his  time  on  the  river,  or  would  he  do 
Hon,  Mr.  Penny, 


so  if  he  could?  You  must  have  local 
engineers,  and  the  men  who  are  so  era- 
ployed,  and  who  can  pick  out  ever}^  stone 
or  boulder  in  the  channel,  I  think,  are 
very  much  more  likely  to  manage  the 
work  properly  than  any  minister  of  a 
department,  resident  iu  Ottawa.  With 
regard  to  tiiose  gentlemen  whose  dis- 
charge from  employment  is  complained 
of  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Sorel 
(Mr.  Guevremont),  all  I  can  say  is^ 
that  I  was  on  the  Committee,  and  that  I 
came  to  a  very  different  conclusion  to 
that  which  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken  has  done  from  reading  the 
evidence  adduced  in  the  inquiry.  I  do 
not  say  anything  against  the  character  of 
these  men,  but  I  tMnk  there  were  rea- 
sons quite  adequate  for  the  Commission- 
ers, as  employers,  to  dismiss  them,  as 
employia.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
spoken  of  Mr.  Cot6,  who,  I  believe,  is  a 
very  respectable  man,  a  fair  mechanic  ;. 
but  he  has  been  referred  to  in  terms  of 
even  superlative  praise.  It  has  been 
said,  for  instance,  that,  when  steamships 
came  from  England,  this  gentleman  used 
to  be  employed  to  correct  the  enx)r8  of 
the,  engineers  who  had  built  them.  Now, 
T  would  remind  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
this  man  was  employed  at  only  $20  a 
week,  and  it  does  seem  to  me  that  the 
Commissioners  had  a  most  wonderful' 
bargain  in  him,  assuming  that  he  could 
do  all  that  is  claimed  for  him.  They 
certainly  did  not  act  wisely  if  thev 
got  rid  of  a  man  possessed  of 
such  transcendental  qualities — a  man 
capable  of  correcting  all  the  best 
engineers  of  England — while  he  was  ta 
be  had  at  such  a  low  salary.  It  seems, 
moreover,  that,  with  all  the  market  open 
for  that  kind  of  talent,  he  is  now 
very  anxious  to  get  back  at  the  same 
salary.  There  seems  to  me  to  be  verj 
great  discrepancy  between  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's representations  and  these  facto. 
I  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  these  points,  and  not  to  oppose 
in  any  manner  tbe  motion  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  for  an  inquiry.  It  is  for  the 
Government  to  say  whether  they  think 
there  is  any  reason  for  it  As  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  think  that  if  an  inquiry 
be  held  it  will  turn  out  that  this  expen- 
diture, large  as  it  has  been,  was  very 
well  made,  and  that  the  Commissioners — 
[  am  not  speaking  of  men  who  are  mjr 
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own  poUtioal  friends — will  be  shewn  to 
have  administered  this  trust  right 
throagfa  in  a  manner  very  creditable  to 
themselves  and  very  profitable  to  the 
public. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  regret 
that  a  matter  of  the  highest  national  im- 
portance has  come  before  as  interlarded 
with  so  many  minor  matters  as  to  pre- 
vent its  meeting  with  the  general  inter- 
est of  the  House.  Any  matter  affecting 
the  trade  of  the  St,  Lawrence  is  a  very 
important  one  to  the  whole  country,  from 
our  seaboard  to  the  Rocky  Mountains, 
and  one  in  which  I,  in  common  with 
everyone  in  the  Dominion  interested  in 
our  shipping  trade,  must  feel  a  lively  in- 
terest. Everything  should  be  done  to 
increase  that  trade  as  much  as  possible. 
Montreal,  situate  at  the  head  of  our 
ocean  navigation  and  at  the  outlet  of  our 
canal  system,  has  the  key  to  the  position, 
and  is  alive  to  its  importance;  and, 
if  the  Government  should  find  the 
means  by  which  to  do  away  with,  alto- 
gether, the  tolls  and  tonnage  dues  now 
chai:|;ed  on  the  skipping  going  to  the  port 
of  Montreal,  I  believe  it  will  be,  directly  as 
wdl  as  indirectiy,  a  great  advantage  to 
the  country,  by  cheapening  the  transport 
by  the  St.  Lawrence  route  of  t^e  produce 
of  the  West.  Belonging  to  the  Maritime 
Pronnoes,  and  having  some  special  iyite- 
rest  in  shipping,  I  know,  from  my  own 
knowledge,  that  New  York  is  considered 
a  cheaper  port  to  go  to  than  Montreal, 
if  the  freights  are  equal.  I  find  that 
tonnage,  pilotage,  towage,  tollage  and 
other  dues  of  tlM  harbor  of  Montreal  are 
far  in  excess  of  those  of  the  port  of  New 
York.  Even  insurance  on  freight  is,  I 
believe,  greater  at  Montreal  than  at  New 
York  ;  and,  when  freights  are  equal,  I 
am  aware  that  the  vessels  of  Nova  Scotia 
have  chosen  New  York  in  preference 
to  Montreal.  If  this  is  a  fact — 
and  it  is  a  fact,  as  far  as  my 
own  knowledge  extends  —  it  should 
be  carefully  considered,  as  a  matter  of 
very  serious  consequence,  by  the  Govern* 
ment.  If  we  do  not  secure  the  great 
trad^  that  is  expected  to  come  from  the 
far  West,  all  the  money  that  we  have 
expended  on  the  canals  has  been  thrown 
away.  A  wonderfUl  change  in  the  cost 
of  transportation,  and  an  immense  com- 
petition is  going  on  in  the  United  States 
for  traffic  against  our  Canadian  route, 
Hon.  Mr.  Fmvny. 


and  the  cost  of  bringing  the  produce  of 
the  West  to  the  ocean  ports  has  been 
very  much  decreased  year  by  year.  la 
fact,  it  has  been  shewn  by  my  hon.  friend 
(Mr.  Trudel),  to-day,  that  grain  can  be- 
carried,  and  is  carried,  from  Chicago  to* 
New  York  via  Erie  Canal  for  8Jc. 
per  bushel,  while  to  transport  it  to  Mon- 
treal it  costs  10^0.  per  bushel  If  this 
continues,  we  must  expect  that  the 
trade  will  go  to  the  United  States, 
where  there  are  greater  facilities  for 
shipment,  and  where  the  expenses  are 
lower.  I  hope  the  Government  will  do 
all  they  possibly  can  to  retain  and  in- 
crease the  transport  trade  of  this  country, 
by  reducing  taxation  on  shipping  in  the 
manner  I  have  said.  The  rejection  or 
abolition  of  canal  tolls  and  harbor  dues 
will  benefit  both  the  pvodooer  and  the 
oonsumer,  as  well  as  the  whole  trade  of 
our  eountry.  This  is  a  vital  qneeiaon — 
a  matter  of  so  much  importance  that  I 
am  sure  the  Government  must  be  aliv^r 
to  the  neoessity  of  i^  and  that  they  will, 
as  far  as  is  oonsistent  witk  ^e  revenue 
they  are  obliged  to  raise,  increase  the 
faoUities  for  the  trade  of  our  great  high- 
way— the  St.  Lawrence. 

Hon.  Mr.  GUEVREMONT  (in 
French) — ^In  seconding  this  motion,  I 
desire  to  say  a  few  words  in  reply  to  the 
remarics  of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Alma 
(Mr.  Penny).  He  asks  :  "  If  Pierre  C6t^ 
is  as  skilful  and  competent  a  man  as  the 
hon.  Senator  from  De  Salaberry  says  he 
is,  why  did  he  ever  accept  a  position 
worth  only  $80  a  month  t "  I  reply  that 
it  was  because  Sorel  was  his  home,  and 
he  did  not  desire  to  leave  it.  When  the 
investigation  was  held,  three  pessions  ago, 
by  the  Select  Committee,  whose  report 
has  been  referred  to  by  my  hon.  friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Trudel),  it  was  proved  that 
[Aerre  ^\k  had  refused  a  position  worth 
$4  a  day  in  the  United  States,  preferring 
to  remain  in  his  native  country.  That 
fact  alone  is  a  sufficient  reply  to  the 
question.  Another  remark  which  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Penny)  made,  if  I  under- 
stood him  correctly,  was  that  if  the  con- 
trol of  thes»  works  should  be  assumed  by 
the  Cbvemment,  they  would  still  have 
to  be  managed  by  officials  wh»  would, 
practically,  have  Uie  control  of  them  just 
as  they  have  now.  While  that  is  true 
in  one  sense,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  Government  would  be  responsible  for 
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the  acts  of  their  subordinates,  and  that 
the  people  would  have  the  right,  through 
their  representatives  in  Parliament,  to 
inquire  into  the  manner  in  which  the 
work  was  done.  That  would  be  more 
satisfactory  than  the  present  condition 
of  affairs,  and  it  would  effect  a 
great  saving,  as  the  Cbvernment  hav« 
already  a  sufficient  staff.  In  1877, 
when  I  moved  an  address  asking 
for  information  concerning  certain  dis- 
missals which  I  complained  of,  the  Harbor 
Commissioners  sent  a  reply  to  the  Marine 
and  Fisheries  Department,  a  copy  of 
which  will  be  found  at  ])age  17  of  the 
report  of  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
that  s^ion  to  investigate  the  matter. 
The  Commission  would  not  furnish  the 
information  asked  for.  The  Committee 
made  a  further  demand  for  information, 
and  the  reply  to  that  demand,  which  can 
be  found  at  page  27  oi  the  report,  was 
equally  unsatisfactory.  Mr.  Kennedy, 
the  engineer  of  the  harbor,  when  sum- 
moned before  the  Committee  and  asked  to 
fumisQL  certain  information,  refused  to 
answer  whether  he  would  or  not.  The 
Committee  adjourned  to  give  Mm  suffi- 
cient time  to  furnish  it,  and  he  returned 
to  Montreal  to  make  search  for  certain 
documents,  but  when  he  appeared  the 
second  time  before  the  Committee  the 
result  was  the  same  as  on  the  first 
occasion.  The  hon.  Senator  from  Alma 
(Mr.  Penny)  vouches  for  the  capacity  of 
Mr.  Kennedy.  W^l,  I  shall  mention 
one  fact,  from  which  the  House  can 
draw  its  own  conclusions.  Last  year  he 
attempted  to  remove  a  boulder  whioh 
obstructed  navigation  at  a  point  between 
Montreal  and  Quebec.  There  is  a  man, 
named  Boberge,  at  the  town  of  Sorel, 
who  has  made  a  specialty  of  that  kind  of 
work  ;  but,  for  some  reason,  he  «ras  not 
employed,  and  the  engineer  proceeded  to 
remove  the  boulder  himself.  He  spent 
two  months  at  it,  and  was  obliged  to  go 
to  the  United  States  toprocure  improved 
machinery,  and  expended  $4,000  in  try- 
ing to  remove  a  boulder  which  should 
have  been  blasted  in  a  couple  of  days. 
Finding  himself  unequal  to  die  work,  he 
made  overtures  to  Mr.  Hoberge  to  assist 
him  by « his  advice,  which  Mr.  Roberge, 
very  naturally,  declined  to  give.  The 
engineer  was  obliged,  at  last,  to  secure 
Mr.  Boberge's  services,  and  that  gentle- 
man, in  two  days,  removed  the  boulder 
Hon.  Mr,  Gtievremont, 


entirely*  I  do  not  wish  to 
say  anything  to  Mr.  Kennedy's  dis- 
credit, but  I  do  not  believe  that 
he  has  had  sufficient  experience  to  fit 
him  for  the  position  that  ho  holds.  When 
this  question  was  before  the  Senate  some 
days  ago,  some  slight  reference  was  made 
to  the  cordwood  trade  in  Montreal.  Of 
course  that  interest  cannot  be  compared 
with  that  of  the  Messrs.  Allan,  but,  at 
the  same  time,  it  is  the  duty  of  this 
Parliament  to  legislate  for  the  protection 
of  the  poor  as  well  a3  of  the  ricL  There 
are  people  in  all  the  counties  on  both 
sides  of  the  St  Lawrence  between  Que- 
bec and  Montreal  who  are  engaged  in 
the  cordwood  trade.  These  are  the  men 
who  have  petitioned  Parliament  to  ap- 
point a  commission  to  investigate  this 
matter.  Captain  Labelle's  name  was,  last 
year,  suggested  for  a  position  on  the 
Harbor  Commission.  I  know  that  he  is 
familiar  with  the  navigation  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  between  Quebec  and  Montreal, 
and  I  regret  that  the  Government  have 
not  appointed  kim,  because  he  is  a  gen- 
tleman in  whom  the  people  of  that  part 
of  the  country  have  confidence.  I  make 
no  charge  against  the  Harbor  Commis- 
sioners, but  I  state  a  simple  fact  when  I 
say  that  the  dues  which  they  impose 
upon  the  cordwood  trade  are  excessive. 
I  speak  of  this  matter  with  a  knowledge 
of  the  facts,  because  I  have  myself  been 
engaged  in  the  trade,  and  can  bear 
testimony  to  the  injustice  which  is 
shewn  in  the  harbor  of  Montreal 
to  those  who  ship  wood  to  that 
city.  The ,  trade  has  ceased  to 
be  profitable,  in  consequence  of 
these  exactions.  It  may  be  asked, 
"  then,  why  do  they  not  abandon  it  ?"  I 
can  do  so,  because,  I  have  other  means 
of  support,  but  it  is  not  so  with  others ; 
to  most  of  them,  it  is  the  only  way  in 
which  they  can  earn  a  living,  and,  not- 
withstanding the  treatment  which  they 
receive,  they  continue  in  the  business. 
When  a  calamity  occurred  in  Hull,  the 
other  day,  and  four  or  five  thousand 
people  were  left  homeless  in  a  few  hoyrs, 
the  Government  generously  voted  a  large 
sum  for  their  relief;  but  here  are 
hundreds  of  families  who  are  being 
ruined  and  exposed  to  want,  not  by  any 
sudden  calamity,  but  through  ill-treat- 
ment which  they  receive  at  the  hands  of 
the  Montreal  Harbor  Commissioners,  auM 
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whose  petition  for  relief  remains  un- 
answered. Let  me  give  some  facts  con- 
cerning this  cord  wood  trade.  We  pay 
a  tax  of  six  cents  per  cord  on  the  wood 
and  the  usnal  daes  on  the  vessels  carry- 
ing ity  besides  the  expenses  incidental  to 
any  delay  in  the  port.  When  a  number  of 
vessels  come  in  at  the  one  time,  there  is 
not  space  for  the  whole  of  them  to  dis- 
charge their  cargoes  simultaneously^  but 
each  must  take  its  turn,  and  they  are 
thus  obliged  to  remain  under  expepse, 
having  to  pay  their  hands  and  wharfage. 
I  have  known  the  expenses  to  reach  $80 
per  vessel  before  they  could  leave  the 
port.  This  is  not  the  only  occasion  that 
complaints  have  been  made  against  the 
Harbor  Oommissioners.  In  1865^  a 
committee  was  appointed,  on  motion  of 
the  hon.  Senator  ^m  DeLorimier  (Mr. 
Bureau),  to  investigate  these  complaints. 
It  was  composed  of  Messrs.  Bureau, 
chairman,  Wilson,  Ryan,  ChafiEers, 
Archaml^ult,  Armand,  Lacoste  and 
Prudhomme.  Mr.  Ifoung,  Mr.  DeLisle 
and  several  other  witnesses  were  ex- 
amined, and  proved  that  these  complaints 
were  well  founded.  That  Committee 
reported,  and  the  result  was  many 
reforms,  though  not  all  that  were  afiked 
for,  for  the  benefit  of  the  habitants. 
These  charges  are  excessive,  and  they  are 
the  result  of  the  enormous  expenditures 
unnecessarily  made  by  ths  Harbor  Com- 
missioners, contrary  to  the  advice  of 
experienced  men. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  is  no  objection  to  the  address  going. 
I  do  not  understand,  as  the  hon.  Senator 
for  Alma  seems  to  think,  that  an  inquiry 
is  to  be  made.  This  is  a  motion  for 
papers  only.  They  cannot  be  prepared 
in  time  to  be  brought  down  this  year, 
but  will  be  ready  by  next  session.  The 
subject  is  one  of  very  great  importance. 
The  hon.  Senator  from  DeSalaberry 
seems  to  me  to  have  divided  it  into  two 
branches,  one  of  which  led  him  to  treat 
of  the  delinquencies  of  the  Montreal 
Harbor  Commissioners,  and  the  other, 
of  the  general  interests  of  trade  involved 
in  the  charges  on  the  St.  Lawrence  route. 
As  to  the  first,  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  advantage  in  entering  now  into  a 
discussion  of  it.  The  original  efforts 
made  by  the  Government  to  have  a  direct 
channel  through  Lake  St.  Peter  were 
discontinued,  as  has  been  pointed  out, 
lion,  Mr,  Guevremont, 


after  an  expenditure  of  some  seventy  or 
eighty  thousand  pounds  had  been  made. 
The  work  of  finding  and  deepening  the 
best  channel  was  then  taken  up  by  the 
Harbor  Commissioners,  and  they  adopted 
and  improved  the  winding  natural  chan- 
nel of  the  rivei*,  which  has  been  used 
since.  The  vessels  of  the  Allan  line, 
3,000  to  4,000  tons  burthen,  and  other 
equally  large  ships,  now  come  up  to 
Montreal — thanks  to  the  exertions  of  the 
Harbor  Commissioners -- whereas,  when 
they  took  hold  of  the  work,  the  largest 
vessels  which  could  pass  up  did  not 
exceed  250  or  300  tons.  The  best  test 
of  the  exertions  of  the  Haibor  Com- 
missioners is  the  result  of  them, 
and  it  is  of  a  most  satisfactory 
and  gratifying  character.  They  may 
have  made  mistakes  ;  no  doubt  it  is  pos- 
sible that  they  might  have  carried  out 
the  plan  of  the  Govemuient,  but  they 
did  not.  It  is  now  sonu*  twenty  years 
since  they  abandoned  it,  and  it  would  be 
folly  to  revart  to  that  channel  when  we 
have  one  now  by  which  vessels  of  4.000 
tons  can  come  up  to  Montreal.  With 
reference  to  the  other  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject, I  do  not  think  that  its  importance 
can  be  exaggerated.  The  trade  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  is  life  and  death  to  the 
Dominion,  and  everything  that  we  can 
fairly  do  to  promote  it  should  be  done. 
We  have  already  deepened  and  en- 
larged our  canals,  improved  Lake 
St.  Peter,  established  lighthouses, 
fog  whistles  and  steam  trumpets  along 
the  route,  and  the  country  has  gone  to  a» 
much  (if  not  mwe)  expense  as  its  re- 
souixses  warrant,  considering  the  other 
claims  upon  the  public  treasury.  Every- 
thing  has  been  done  in  the  past  to  facil- 
itate and  give  advantages  to  the  trade  of 
the  St  Lawrence.  In  caiTying  out  those 
improvements,  certain  charges  have  been 
placed  on  the  shipping  using  the  St.  L<iw- 
rence.  It  may  be  in  the  interest  of  the 
country,  considering  the  very  important 
trade  that  we  may,  perhaps,  attract  to  the 
St.  Lawrence,  to  give  up  those  charges,  or 
some  of  them,  but,  in  that  case,  a  very 
lai^e  sum  would  have  to  be  assumed  by 
the  public  exchequer.  I  cannot  state, 
off-hand,  what  the  amount  is,  but  many 
millions  of  dollars  would  have  to  be  added 
to  the  public  debt  by  assuming  loans,  the 
interest  on  which  is  now  paid  by  the 
Harbor  Commissioners  of  Montreal  and 
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Quebec — and  taking  off  the  tolls  on  the 
canals.  It  is  a  question  which  will  have 
to  be  studied  yery  carefully,  and  which 
will,  as  has  been  stated  in  another  place, 
engage  the  serious  attention  of  the 
Government  during  the  recess.  It  is  a 
startling  fact  that,  of  all  the  grain  that 
leaves  this  continent,  only  six  per  cent, 
goes  by  the  St.  I^wrence,  the  other  94 
going  by  American  seaports.  Not  many 
years  ago,  some  fourteen  or  fifteen  per 
cent,  went  by  the  St  Lawrence.  These 
are  very  serious  facts,  demanding  careful 
consideration.  On  the  other  hand,  we 
must  ke^ep  in  view  the  resources  of  the 
country,  the  demands  upon  the  public 
treasury  and  the  enormous  sums  which 
have  been  expended  on  these  improve- 
ments. Next  session,  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  announce  some  plan  to  the  House 
which  will  diminish,  to  some  extent  at 
leasty  the  charges  on  the  St.  Lawrence, 
and  facilitate  and  increase  the  trade 
which  we  are  all  so  anxious  to  keep  in 
that  route,  and  which  I  consider  vital  to 
the  whole  Dominion.  The  (jk>vemment 
have  no  ob|ectiou  to  the  address. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— I  cannot  con- 
ceive why  the  h«n.  gentleman  from  Alma 
tries  to  induce  the  House  and  the  public 
to  believe  that  I  have  made  chaiges 
against  the  Harbor  Commissioners.  If 
he  had  paid  any  attention  to  what  I  have 
said,  he  would  have  seen  that  I  made  no 
charges  against  them.  We  know  that 
many  of  them  are  most  competent  men, 
but  I  repeat  it  again,  that  they  are  not 
responsible  officers  who  are  in  charge  of 
those  works,  and  their  first  duty  is  to 
their  own  business.  The  hon.  gentleman 
askr  how  is  it  possible  that  such  mistakes 
should  have  been  made,  and  competent 
officers  like  Mr.  ELennedy  not  perceive 
them  )  I  might  retort :  how  is  it  that, 
on  the  Pacific  Railway,  such  mistakes 
as  the  Fort  Frances  Lock  were  made  by 
such  an  engineer  as  Mr.  Fleming  )  How 
is  it  that  400  feet  difference  of  level  was 
found  only  after  the  work  had  been 
commenced  )  How  is  it  that  competent 
engineers  did  not  see  it  was  a  great  mis- 
take ?  I  think  it  is  as  pro{>er  to  ascer- 
tain now  the  mistakes  which  were  made 
in  the  deepening  of  Lake  St.  Peter  ^as 
those  made  in  the  Pacific  Railway.  I 
will  give  an  explanation  of  this  :  Certain 
men  in  Montreal  and  elsewhere  are  in 
the  habit  of  despising  the  advice  of  men 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  Camrvphell. 


who  are  the  most  competent  to  give  ad- 
irioe,  and  who  know  the  River  St.  Law- 
rence better  than  anybody  else.  It  is  all 
very  well  to  say  that  these  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars  were  expended 
twenty  }  ears  ago,  and  what  is  the  use  of 
reverting  to  it.  I  did  not  content  myself 
by  shewing  that  it  was  a  great  mistake 
at  the  time  to  have  abandoned  the  straight 
channel,  but  I  quoted  the  opinions  of 
competent  men  to  prove  that  it  would  still 
be  an  advantage  to  the  country  to  return 
to  the  straight  channel.  I  shewed,  by  the 
works  done  at  Cap  L^vrard,  Cap  ii  la 
Roche,  Cap  Charles  and  Contrecceur, 
apart  from  the  many  blunders  in  the 
Lake  St.  Peter,  that  the  mistakes  which 
were  made  twenty  years  ago  are  being 
repeated  day  by  day.  Five  or  six  years 
hence  it  will  be  said  :  "  It  is  true  they 
made  mistakes  five  or  six  years  ago,  and 
wasted  the  public  money,  but  what  is  the 
use  of  mentioning  it  T  I  say  there  should 
be  some  end  to  those  mistakes,  and  that 
is  why  I  call  public  attention  to  it,  though 
it  is  a  very  disagreeable  duty  to  me. 
Many  gentlemen  have  tried  for  the  last 
twenty  years,  as  I  am  now  doing,  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  public  to  these  mat- 
ters, but  they  were  crushed  by  the  power- 
ful influence  of  those  against  whom  they 
spoke.  I  am  not*  afraid  of  that  powerful 
influence,  and,  whenever  I  believe  1  have 
a  public  duty  to  perform,  I  will  attend  to 
it,  no  matter  what  intsrpretation  may  be 
given  to  my  words. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  there 
are  two  objections  to  adopting  the  course 
that  has  been  suggested  by  the  hon. 
member  from  De  Ssdaberry  (Mr.  Trudel), 
and  which  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia 
seems  to  look  upon  with  some  degree  of 
favor.  Of  one  of  these  evils  I  think  we 
have  had  a  fair  sample  this  afternoon. 
The  Government  have  nothing  now  di- 
rectly to  do  with  the  Montreal  Harbor  ; 
notwithstanding  that,  a  whole  after- 
noon has  been  taken  up  in  discussing 
some  very  small  difficulties  which  arose 
between  the  Harbor  Commissioners  and 
some  of  their  employes  some  years  ago. 
Ihe  time  of  Parliament  was  taken  up 
with  the  same  petty  matter  some  three 
years  ago.  If  that  is  the  case  now,  when 
the  Government  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  harbor  directly,  how  will  it  be 
when  the  Government  have  the  direct 
management    of    the    harbor,   and    are 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Minutes  of 


[April  29,  1880.] 


Proceedings. 


455 


Tesponsible  for  everything  that  takes 
place  in  the  working  of  its  details  1  I 
think  that  this  is  one  practical  reason 
why  the  Government  should  not  take 
charge  of  the  Montreal  Harbor  works. 
Another  one  is  this  :  I  come  from  a  city 
which  has,  I  think,  as  strong  claims 
upon  the  public  treasury  as  Montreal, 
and  I  do  not  see  why  Montreal  should 
be  made  a  free  port  at  the  expense  of 
the  country  any  more  than  Halifax,  St. 
John,  or  Quebec.  I  am  a  very  humble 
member  of  this  House,  but,  after  the 
declaration  made  by  the  Minister  of 
Militia,  I  do  not  care  to  let  the  motion 
pass  without  a  protest.  The  country  has 
expended  millions  of  dollars  to  make  a 
cheap  and  good  route  to  the  sea  by  the 
St  Lawrence.  There  is  another  port 
besides  Montreal,  (in  which  the  harbor 
dues  are  excessive)  that  is  the  port  of 
Quebec;  and  after  all  that  has  been 
done  for  Montreal  to  make  it  the  port  of 
the  Dominion,  why  should  we  go  on  and 
spend  further  sums  in  trying  to  fly  in  the 
face  of  nature  by  attempting  to  build  up 
Montreal,  when  Quebec  is  the  natural 
port )  Montreal  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
perfect  horse-leech.  After  the  country 
has  spent  so  much  money  in  building 
railways^  and  improving  the  navigation 
•of  the  St.  Lawrence,  to  fill  the  coffers  of 
that  city,  they  come  to  Parliament  and 
ask  OS  to  assume  the  debt  and  manage- 
ment of  their  harbor.  The  probabilities 
are  that,  when  that  is  done,  Montreal 
may  be  found  to  be  a  very  expensive  city 
to  live  in ;  that  people  may  not  go  there 
because  taxes  and  hotel  charges  are  high, 
and  then  Parliament  may  be  applied  to 
to  relieve  Montreal  of  civic  taxes  and 
make  hotels  free.  I  think  that  the  €k)v- 
emment  should  be  very  slow  indeed  to 
adopt  the  course  that  has  been  suggested 
to  them.  There  is  one  other  aspect  of 
the  case  that  presents  itself  to  me.  If 
the  canal  tolls  are  removed,  and  sup- 
posing the  Montreal  people  have  their 
request  granted,  and  the  harbor  dues  are 
abolished,  what  particular  object  has  this 
country  in  increasing  the  trade  of  the  St. 
Lawrence  1  The  Government  will  have 
no  revenue  from  it.  It  may  help  to  build 
up  Montreal,  but  I  do  not  see  why  the 
whole  revenue  of  the  country  should  be 
made  to  suffer  for  that  purpose. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE—The  hon,   gentle- 
man has  alluded  to   Montreal,  but  it  is 
ffon.  Mr.  Power, 


not  Montreal  only  that  has  demanded 
those  changes;  the  people  of  Ontario, 
whoso  produce  has  to  bo  sent  to  the  east- 
em  markets,  demand  them,  and  we  con- 
tend that  the  money  that  has  been  ex- 
pended on  the  St.  Lawrence,  between 
Montreal  and  Quebec,  is  as  much  in  the 
interest  of  the  people  of  the  west  as  it  is 
of  the  people  of  Montreal.  Instead  of 
having  a  channel  by  which  only  vessels 
of  200  or  300  tons  can  ascend  to  that 
port,  we  now  have  a  twenty-fivo  feet 
chaimel,  by  which  vessels  of  three  or 
four  thousand  tons  burden  can  ascend 
with  their  cargoes.  It  has  had  the  effect 
of  cheapening  the  cost  of  every  article 
imported  into  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
and  it  has  been  the  means  of  raising  the 
price  of  every  bushel  of  wheat  and  every 
barrel  of  flour  exported  from  the  west. 
I  look  upon  it  as  a  matter  of  national 
importance  that  every  facility  should  be 
given  to  encourage  that  trade,  and  we 
are  only  beginning  to  realize  the  import- 
ance of  it.  A  deputation  waited  on  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works,  the  other  day, 
and  informed  him  that  the  sooner 
those  improvemefits  were  completed 
on  the  St.  Lawrence,  so  as  to 
correspond  with  those  <m  the  Welland 
Canal,  whereby  the  vessels  from  the 
upper  lakes  can  descend  to  Montreal  and 
then  exchange  cargoes,  the  better  for.  the 
general  interests  of  the  country.  Vessels 
can  only  descend  the  St  Lawrence 
canals  at  present  wiUi  cargoes  of  from 
10,000  to  12,000  busbek  of  wheat,  but 
the  vessel  of  the  future  will  be  a  steamer 
capable  of  transporting  55,000  busheb  of 
grain  from  Chicago  to  Montreal,  accom- 
panied by  two  consorts,  carrying  60,000 
bushels  each,  or  a  total  cargo  of  175,000 
bushels  in  each  trip,  at  a  cost  of  one- 
twentieth  part  of  a  cent,  per  ton  per 
mile.  Careful  calculations  have  been 
made  which  shew  that  the  cost  of  trans- 
porting grain  fh>m  Chicago  to  Montreal 
by  rail,  on  a  well^uippod  road,  is  three- 
ninths  of  a  cent  per  ton  per  mile,  or  six 
times  greater  than  the  cost  by  water. 
For  these  reasons,  the  improvements  on 
the  St.  Lawrence  canals  ought  to  be  made 
as  rapidly  as  ciroumstances  will  permit. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MINUTES  OP  PROCEEDINGS 
A  OORRKCTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  rise  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  an  incorrectness 
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Sixty-first 


[SENATE.] 


Standing  Order. 


in  the  Minutes  of  Proceedings  ot  yester- 
day. In  the  division  on  the  Deceased 
Wife's  Sister  Bill,  the  vote  is  put  down  : 
"  Contents,  32  ;  NonCentents,  31."  I 
voted  on  that  occasion  with  the  Contents 
for  the  amendment,  and  my  name  has 
not  been  inserted  on  thv)  Minutes.  It 
has  been  left  out  through  some  mistake, 
and  I  desire  now  that  it  be  inserted,  and 
that  an  erratum  be  entered  on  the  Minutes 
to  that  effect. 

Mr.  SPEAKER— It  is  ordered  that 
the  correction  be  made  by  the  Clerk. 

NELSON  VALLEY  RAILWAY  COM- 
PANY'S  BILL. 

REPORTED   FROM  COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  from  tVe  Com- 
mittee on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Har- 
bors, reported  Bill  (68)  "  An  Act  to  in- 
corporate the  Nelson  Valley  Railway 
and  Transportation  Company,"  with  sev- 
eral amendments.  He  said  that  the  amend-* 
ments  were  simply  verbal,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  a  new  clause  which  was  added, 
giving  the  directors  power  to  issue  paid- 
up  stock  or  bonds  in  payment  of  right  of 
way  or  salaries  for  their  own  employes. 

The  amendments  were  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  moved  the  third 
i-eadlng  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  objected  to  the  third 
reading  at  this  stage. 

Ordered  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third 
time  to-morrow. 

"WINNIPEG   AND    HUDSON    BAY    RAIL- 

WAY    AND    STEAMSHIP    COM- 

PANYtt  BILL. 

REFORTBP  FROM  CQHMXTTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY,  from  the  Com- 
onittee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Har- 
bors, reported  Bill  (46)  "  An  Act  to  in- 
corporate the  Winnipeg  and  Hudson 
Bay  Hallway  and  Steamship  Company,'' 
with  several  amendments. 

Ordered  that  the  amendments  be  taken 
into  consideration  to-morrow. 

THE  SENATE  DEBATES  COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved  that  the  Hon.  Mr.  Botsford  be 
restored  to  the  Committee  on  the  Report- 
ing of  the  Debates  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  6.10  p.m. 
,lIon,  Afr.  Miller, 


THE  SENATE. 

Friiayy  April  SOt/i,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

The  following  Bills  were  read  the  third 
time  and  passed  : — 

Bill  (49)  "  To  incorporate  the  Assini- 
boine  Bridge  Company." — (Mr.  Girard.) 

Bill  (63)  "  To  extend  the  powers  of 
tlie  Manitoba  South- Western  Coloniza- 
tion Company,  and  to  further  amend  the 
Act  incorporating  the  said  Company." — 
(Mr.  Girard.) 

Bill  (79)  "  To  incorporate  the  Souria 
and  Rocky  Mountains  Railway  Com- 
pany."— (Mr.  Girard.) 

Bill  (60)  « To  incorporate  the  South 
Saskatchewan  Valley  Railway  Com- 
pany."— (Mr.  Girai*d.) 

Bill  (64)  **  To  authorize  and  provide- 
for  the  winding  up  of  the  Consolidated 
Bank  of  Canada."— (Mr.  Ryan.) 

Bill  (68)  <'  To  incorporate  the  Nelson 
Valley  Railway  and  Transportation  Com- 
pany."— (Sir  Alex.  CaMpbell.) 

BILL   INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (7)  ^  To  consolidate  and  amend- 
the  Acts  respecting  the  Inland  Revenue." 
—(Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

THE    SIXTY-FIRST  STANDING  ORDER. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL, 
moved  that  the  6l8t  standing  order  be 
suspended  for  the  remainder  of  the  ses- 
sion. He  said  that  it  had  always  been 
the  custom,  towards  the  end  of  the  session^ 
to  suspend  this  rule,  inasmudi  as  it  re- 
quired private  bills  coming  fi-om.  the 
House  of  Commons  to  be  placed  in  the 
lobbies  for  twenty-four  hours  before^  they- 
could  go  to  the  standing  committees. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  did  nob 
consider  it  a  safe  procedure  to  suspend 
this  rule  in  the  manner  proposed.  If 
any  particular  bill  should  come  from  tho 
House  ef  Commons  which  would  warrant 
the  House  in  asking  for  the  suspensioa 
of  the  rule,  let  it  be  done  ;  the  House 
would  be  guided  entii^ly  by  the  urgency 
of  the  case.     He  was  not  aware  that  it 
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had  been  the  practice  to  suspend  this  rule 
towards  the  close  of  the  session,  but,  if  it 
had  been,  lie  considered  it  an  unsafe 
practice,  and  the  effect  of  stich  suspension 
would  be  that  parties  wishing  to  trample 
upon  private  rights  and  obtain  legisla- 
tion wrong  in  principle  would  introduce 
their  bills  late  in  the  session,  when  thej 
could  be  rushed  through  Parliament  un- 
der a  suspension  of  this  rule.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  not  to  grant  the 
motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  did  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock 
(Mr.  Alexander),  that  there  w>&8  much 
danger  of  private  rights  being  trampled 
tipon  under  any  circumstances  by  legis- 
lation of  this  Parliament.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman would  see  how  impossible  it  was 
that  any  injustice  could  arise  from  the 
suspension  of  this  rule.  In  the  first 
place,  any  private  bill  coming  fiom  the 
House  of  Commons,  must  have  passed 
through  all  its  stages  in  that  Chamber, 
and  then,  after  coming  to  the  Senate, 
must  be  read  three  times,  and  considered 
in  one  of  the  standing  committees. 
Even  if  there  was  no  such  rule,  there 
would  hardly  be  any  danger  of  inter- 
ference with  private  rights,  or  injustice 
being  done  for  want  of  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  he  was  about  to  make  the  same 
explanation.  He  had  nothing  to  add  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Richmond. 


SUPREME   AND   EXCHEQUER  COURT 
BILL. 

THIRD    BEADIMO. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  called 
for  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (37)  "  Fur- 
to  amend  the  '  Supreme  and  Exchequer 
Court  Act,' " 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
an  amendment  to  correct  a  verbal  error 
in  the  fourth  clause. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  third  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— It  would  be 
very  inconvenient  and  unseemly,  per- 
haps, to  discuss  this  Bill  at  this  stage, 
and  I  only  rise  to  express  a  doubt  which 
rests  upon  my  mind,  whether  the  very 
extensive  powers  given  for  amendment 
Hon,  Mr,  Alexai9der, 


ought  to  be  conferred  upon  a  mere  court 
of  appeal.  I  think  it  is  open  to  argu- 
ment and  doubt,  and,  with  regard  to  the 
clause  empowering  the  Court  of  Appeal  to 
grant  a  new  trial,  it  appears  to  me  that 
it  may  be  attended  with  a  good  deal  of 
inconvenience  and  expense  to  litigants. 
I  mention  those  points,  not  with  any 
desire  to  obstruct  the  Bill,  but  merely  to 
place  my  views  on  record. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
have  already  explained  why  these  powers 
are  given.  I  have  since  conversed  with 
the  Minister  of  Justice  with  reference  to 
the  result  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  he  seems 
to  think  that  the  change  will  be  found 
very  convenient  and  desirable  there. 

The  Bill  was  then  passed. 


INTEREST  ON  MORTGAGES  BILL. 
tN  COMMITTBE. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  Bill  (11)  "  Respecting  in- 
terest on  money  secured  by  mortgage  on 
real  estate." 

Hon.  Mr.  EEESOR  called  attention 
to  an  error  in  the  first  clause,  which  re- 
quired interest  to  be  calculated  half- 
yearly.  In  many  mortgages  interest 
was  calculated  yearly,  and  he  moved  to 
amend  the  clause  by  inserting  the  words 
"  yearly  or." 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

On  the  5th  clause, 

Hon.  Mt.  VIDAL  expressed  tho' 
opinion  that  this  clause  was  beyond, 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Dominion  Par- 
liament, as  it  dealt  with  contracts 
between  parties.  Matters  of  contract 
were,  gander  the  terms  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  confided  to  the 
local  legislatures.  He  further  objected* 
to  the  clause  on  account  of  its  unjust 
character.  It  required  one  party  to  a 
contract  to  take  back  his  money  on  oer< 
tain  terms  and  conditions,  but  did  not 
allow  the  lender  to  call  in  his  money  on 
the  same  notice.  He  would  move  that 
the  5th  section  be  stnick  out  of  the 
BiU. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  said  it  would  be 
inoperative  if  it  was  unconstitutional. 
When  the  other  Bill  had  been  before  the 
Senate,  he  had  consented  to  some  limita- 
tion of  this  kind,  though  it  did  not  seem. 
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a  reasonable  thing  to  aak.  However,  if 
the  borrowers  considered  it  any  protec- 
tion,  he  was  willing  to  assent  to  it,  but 
he  thought  three  months'  notice  was  not 
enough  ;  six  months'  notice  should  be 
given.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  force 
in  what  the  hon.  Senator  from  Samia 
<Mr.  Yidal)  had  said.  As  he  (Mr,  Allan) 
had  consented  to  the  insertion  of  a  sim- 
ilar clause  in  the  other  Bill,  he  could  not 
vote  against  this  clause  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  doubted  the  com- 
petency of  Parliament  to  pass  this  clause, 
as  it  related  purely  to  matters  of  contract, 
which,  of  all  things,  were  questions  of 
civil  rights;  but,  looking  at  it  in  its 
practical  operation,  there  was  another 
objection  to  it  on  principle.  Take  the 
case  of  a  trustee  for  a  minor,  or  for  any 
other  person,  who  wished  to  make  an 
investment  for  ten  years.  Under  this 
clause,  the  borrower  could,  at  the  end  of 
five  years,  if  money  became  plentiful  and 
interest  lower,  pay  up  the  loan,  and  the 
lender  would  be  obliged  to  seek  a  new 
investment.  The  lender  had  not  the 
same  option,  and,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  bargain  was  unequal.  He 
hoped  that  the  clause  would  be  struck 
out. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  differed  complete- 
ly from  the  hon.  gentlemaii,  not  only  in 
his  construction  of  the  law,  but  with 
regard  to  its  constitutionality,  and  the 
conclusions  which  he  had  drawn  as  to  the 
injustice  of  the  clause.  In  the  first  place. 
Parliament  had  the  power  to  deal  with 
this  subject;  it  had  every  incidental 
power  with  regard  to  regulating  mort- 
gages. If  they  had  not  that  power,  it 
was  a  delusion  to  suppose  they  had  the 
right  to  pass  a  single  clause  of  the  BilL 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Have  wo  the 
poorer  to  interfere  with  contracts  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  believed  they 
had,  but  he  would  speak  with  all 
deference  to  the  opinions  of  hon.  genUe- 
men  who  thought  otherwise.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  injustice  to 
the  lender,  of  giving  the  power 
in  question  to  the  borrower,  he  un- 
derstood that  the  main  object  of  this 
legislation  was  to  protect  the  borrower. 
Could  the  borrower  be  protected  in  the 
way  indicated  without  injustice  to  the 
lender  1  Under  this  Bill  he  thought  he 
•could,  because  it^  would  apply  only  to 
lion,  Mr,  Allan, 


mortgages  created  after  the  first  of  July 
next,  and  every  lendor  who  would  ad- 
vance money  upon  mortgages  after  t^t 
date  would  do  so  with  a  full  knowledge 
of  this  law.  The  law  was  not  retroactive 
in  its  effect,  and,  therefore,  could  not  pre- 
judice mortgages  now  in  existence  or 
create  any  injustice  to  the  lender. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  thought  that  this 
clause  was  necessary  in  the  interest  of 
the  lender  as  well  as  of  the  borrower, 
because  it  was  to  the  interest  of  the  len- 
der to  facilitate  the  transfer  of  real 
estate  in  this  country.  Every  effort  was 
being  made  to  induce  tenant  farmers  in 
the  old  country  to  come  over  and  pur- 
chase farms  in  Canada,  and  it  was  very 
important  that  those  men  who  came  with 
ready  cash  in  their  pockets  to  buy  should 
be  in  a  position  to  compel  mortgagees  to 
take  their  money  on  reasonable  condi- 
tions, so  that  transfers  of  the  properties 
could  be  easily  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  differed  from  the 
constitutional  doctrine  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond.  The 
British  North  America  Act  certainly 
gave  Parliament  the  power  to  deal  with 
the  rates  of  interest  on  money,  and  the 
first  four  clauses  of  the  Bill  came  within 
that  jurisdiction,  but  the  5th  clause  re- 
lated to  matters  of  contract  which  were 
solely  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
local  legislatures.  He  tigreed  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Ainherst  that  the 
lender  should  have  the  same  option  to 
demand  payment  as  the  borrower  had  to 
compel  him  to  acceptit,  after  proper  notice. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE  said  that  the 
history  of  the  legislation  with  regard  to 
this  interest  Bill  was  peculiar.  A  Bill 
had  been  introduced  by  the  hon.  Secx^ 
tary  of  State  for  the  relief  of  building 
and  loan  societies.  To  this  Bill,  he  (Dr. 
Brouse)  had  offered  certain  amendments 
for  the  protection  of  borrowers — am^id- 
ments  that  were  demanded  by  the 
country,  and  which  were  almost  unani- 
mously adopted  by  this  House.  The 
Bill,  as  amended,  was  sent  down  to  the 
other  House  for  their  sanction.  But 
another  bill  to  regulate  the  rate 
of  interest  on  mortgages  had  been 
introduced  in  the  Commons,  which, 
after  having  been  mutilated  to  such 
an  extent  that  it  had  to  be  reprinted 
two  or  three   times,   was  sent  up  to  this 
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House  in  the  shape  it  was  now  before 
them.  It  had  been  hastened  to  tins 
House  for  a  certain  object ;  that  was,  to 
have  it  passed  here,  an4  then  to  mutilate 
the  Bill  that  had  been  sent  down  from 
this  House  in  suoh  a  manner  that  it 
could  not  be  recognized.  What  was  the 
result  1  It  had  been  brought  before  the 
House  of  Ck>mmons,  yesterday,  with 
the  amendments  made  to  it  in  the 
Senate  stricken  out,  the  reason 
assigned  for  striking  them  out 
being  that  a  Bill  had  passed  the  Comr 
TQons  to  regulate  interest  on  mortgages, 
and  it  had  been  sent  up  to  this  House. 
In  other  words,  that  august  assemblage 
had  passed  a  Bill  and  sent  it  up  to  the 
Senate,  therefore  any  bill  that  came 
down  to  them  from  tbe  Senate  for  ihe 
same  object  should  be  cast  on  one  side. 
It  seemed  to  him  to  be  an  indignity 
thrown  on  this  House,  and  he,  for  one, 
was  prepared  to  resent  it.  The  resolu- 
tions he  had  offered  had  been  well  con- 
sidered, and  the  Senate  had  adapted 
them  as  being  in  the  interests  of  the 
farmers  and  other  borrowers.  But  those 
amendments  had  been  struck  out  by  the 
Commons,  and  the  Bill  now  before  them 
was  sent  up  in  such  a  shape  that  his 
amendments  could  not  be  introduced 
into  it.  He  would  warn  hon.  gentlemen 
that  this  Bill  was  not  for  the  relief  or 
protection  of  borrowers,  but  a  Bill  con- 
cocted for  other  purposes,  and  did  not 
contain  any  provisions  that  would  give 
relief  to  the  farmers.  There  was  one 
clause  which  gave  to  loan  companies 
£uch  power  that  they  could  foreclose 
their  mortgages  immediately,  on  one  or 
two  days'  notice,  and  turn  the  unfortu- 
nate borrower  out  of  his  property.  It 
had  been  stated  that  such  a  case  could 
not  occur,  but,  ia  order  that  hon.  gentle- 
men might  understand  how  it  could  oc- 
cur, he  would  read  a  letter  he  had 
received  on  that  very  subject  from  Mr. 
O'Donohoe,  of  Toronto : — 

**  It  ocotirred  to  me  to  say  that  a  very  need- 
ful provision  would  be  that  every  mortgage 
should  be  held, whether  expressed  or  not,to  con- 
tain two  or  three  months  notice  of  sale,  before 
actual  sale  is  made.  Ignorant  people  never 
mind  whether  a  notice  clause  is  in  or  not  A 
great  hardship  and  loss  are  imposed  upon 
poor  borrowers  for  want  of  this.  Within  the 
past  two  weeks  one  of  several  that  came 
to  my  knowledge  occurred.  A  widow  had  her 
property  advertised,  and  a  notice  reached  her 
•on  Tuesday  for  a  sale  of  her  team  on  Friday 
Hon,  Mr.  Brouee. 


next  ft^Iowing.  She  begg;^  cmd  pressed  for 
a  couple  of  weeks  in  vain.  Her  place  was 
sold  and  she  sacrificed,^' 

He  oljected  to  making  this  clause  gen- 
eral, as  applied  to  private  individuals,  as 
it  was  not  found  that  the  abuses  com- 
plained of  were  practised  by  individuals, 
but  by  the  loan  associations,  who  had 
$35,000,000  loaned  to  farmers  on  mort- 
gages. The  hon.  member  had  given 
notice  that  he  would  move  a  resolution 
that  this  clause  should  not  refer  to  pri- 
vate individuals,  but  only  to  loan 
societies,  and  he  thought  it  was  a  step 
in  the  right  direction.  If  they  were 
obliged  to  throw  aside  the  Bill  which 
had  passed  this  House,  and  take  up  this 
measure  instead,  they  could  then  add 
the  resolutions  which  he  (Dr.  Brouee) 
had  moved  to  the  previous  Bill,  and 
another  amendment  to  the  effect  that 
notice  must  be  given  befere  the  fore- 
closure is  made.  •  If  this  amendment 
were  not  accepted,  this  Bill  should  be 
rejected  altogether,  and  when  their  own 
Bill  came  back  from  the  other  House, 
they  should  amend  it  again,  and  insist 
on  the  amendment  being  adopted  or  the 
Bill  rejected  altogether.  He  would 
move  that  the  Committee  do  rise. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  thought  the  Bill 
would  never  come  back  from  the  other 
House. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE  believed  it  must 
come  back.  It  was  for  the  relief  of 
building  and  loan  societies,  and  would 
have  to  be  passed. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIXINS  said  he  had  not 
the  slightest  doubt  that  his  hon.  friend 
from  Presoott  felt  veiy  strongly  on  Uus 
matter.  That  hon.  gentleman  had  taken 
a  deep  interest  in  the  class  of  borrowers 
whose  cause  he  was  now  advocating, 
and  he  (Mr.  Aikins)  sympathized  with 
him  in  that  respect,  as  he  thought  it  was 
necessary  there  should  be  legislation  on 
the  subject.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  in  the  principle 
he  advocated.  There  was  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  Building  Societies'  Bill 
would  come  back,  and  it  rested  with  the 
House  to  say  what  action  they  would 
take  on  it  when  returned  amended.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  desired  to  protect  the 
borrowing  oomm  unity,  it  would  be  better 
to  take  the  Bill  now  before  the  House, 
or  suggest  that  it  be  amended,  rather  than 
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that  the  Oommittee  shoald  rise  and  the 
measure  be  lost.  His  hon.  friend  had 
complained  that  this  Bill  contained  no 
clause  whatever  to  prevent  a  sale  without 
giving  notice.  He  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  if  his  amendment  made  to  the 
Biiilding  Societies'  Bill  provided  for  any 
contingency  of  that  kind  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
law  provides  for  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  that,  with  re- 
gard to  the  particular  clause  now  under 
discussion,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
whether  it  was  constitutional  or  uncon- 
stitutional, or  whether  they  had  the 
power  to  enact  it,  but  he  considered  that 
no  great  harm  could  result  from  its  form- 
ing a  portion  of  this  Bill.  It,  however, 
did  seem  unfair  that  the  borrower  should 
have  the  option  of  paying  back  a  loan 
after  five  years,  and  that  the  lender 
should  not  have  the  power  of  calling  in 
his  money  by  giving  a  notice,  or  paying 
three  months'  interest.  He  thought  this 
Bill  was  very  much  better  than  the 
one  they  had  considered  and  sent 
down  to  the  Commons.  The  other 
Bill  dealt  only  with  loan  com- 
panies and  building  societies  ;  but  there 
were  other  associations,  particularly  in 
Ontario,  such  as  insurance  companies 
that  loaned  large  sums  of  money,  and 
he  did  not  see  why  the  restrictive 
provisions  of  this  Bill  should  not  be  made 
as  applicable  to  them  as  to  these  com- 
panies, which,  it  struck  him,  would  only  be 
reasonable.  As  to  private  money  lenders, 
he  believed  that,  as  a  rule,  they  were 
quite  as  severe  as  companies,  and  quite 
as  exacting  and  rapacious  in  their 
demands,  and  he  could  not  understand 
why  they  shotild  not  be  under  the  same 
restrictions  as  loan  societies.  He  would 
be  very  sorry  if  this  Bill  should  be  lost, 
and  be  believed  if  the  Senate  rejected  it, 
instead  of  elevating  themselves  in  the 
opinion  of  the  public,  it  would  have  the 
very  reverse  effect,  as  it  would  be 
thought  that  their  wish  was  not  so  much 
to  protect  the  weak,  as  to  have  their  own 
views  placed  on  the  Statute  book. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  the  difficulty 
that  presented  itself  to  his  mind  was  this  : 
supposing  thirf  Bill  were  thrown  out,  they 
would  have  no  certainty  that  they  could 
amend  the  other  Bill  during  the  present 
session. 

Hon,  Mr,  Aikins, 


Hon.  Mr.  DEVER  had  not  the  slight- 
est objection  to  this  Bill  extending  to  all 
other  portions  of  Canada,  if  it  excluded 
New  BruDSwick,  where  they  had  a  law 
which  was  very  satisfactory.  He  (Mr. 
Dever)  had  the  honor  of  having  intro- 
duced into  this  House  the  Bill  for  the 
abolition  of  the  usury  laws  in  that  Pro- 
vince. In  New  Brunswick,  when  the 
rate  of  interest  was  not  specified  on  the 
face  of  the  mortgage,  the  lender  could 
only  collect  6  per  cent. ;  but  where  a 
bargain  was  made,  and  the  interest  was 
specified  on  the  face  of  the  mortgage,  the 
lend^  could  collect  the  rate  of  interest 
agreed  upon.  It  was  found,  under  that 
law,  that  money  could  be  borrowed  as 
cheaply  as  in  any  other  part  of  the  Dom- 
inion. After  the  great  fire  in  St.  John^ 
large  sums  of  money  were  loaned  at  d 
per  cent.  However,  it  was  optional  with 
the  lenders  to  take  7,  8,  or  any  specified 
per  cent,  agreed  upon  with  the  borrower, 
and  he  would  be  sorry  to  see  any  law 
now  passed  which  would  interfei-e  with 
this  arrangement,  and  he  trusted  thai 
the  New  Brunswick  members  would  be 
heard  in  the  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS  did  not  see  why  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Prescott  had  con- 
stituted himself  the  guardian  of  the  borrow- 
ers in  this  country.  He  (Mr.  Gibbs)  con- 
tended that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  na 
more  the  guardian  of  the  particular 
interest  which  he  seemed  to  advocate  on 
the  fl6or  of  this  House,  than  he  (Mr^ 
Gibbs)  was  of  the  loaning  companies. 
As  a  rule,  respectable  loan  societies, 
treated  their  clients  as  liberally  as  private 
individuals  dii.  When  companies  were 
obliged  to  resort  to  ulterior  measures  for 
the  collection  of  their  money,  it  was  only 
done  when  they  found  that  the  borrower 
was  no  lons;er  paying  his  interest,  or  that 
the  security  for  the  debt  was  diminishing 
in  value.  They  did  no  moi-e  than  private 
individuals  to  protect  their  interests,  and 
ought  not  to  be  subjected  to  t!ie  animad- 
veraions  niade  without  just  cause  in 
regard  to  them.  He  hoi)ed  the  5th  clause- 
would  be  struck  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  said  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  seemed  to  speak  for  all  the 
companies  in  the  Dominion,  but  he 
would  give  an  instance  of  the  dealings  of 
one  company  for  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man had  not  s|K)keM.     In  January  1877, 
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:a  gentleman  borrowed  $300  from  thei 
Hastings  Loan  and  Investment  Society  I 
at  the  nominal  interest  of  7  percent,  the 
loan  to  run  fire  years,  and  to  be  repay- 
able in  sixty  .monthly  instalments  of 
$6.75  each.  He  paidtl92.25  in  twenty- 
seven  instalments,  and  then,  when  he 
asked  to  be  allowed  to«withdraw  from  the 
society,  they  claimed  $202.70.  This  was 
-charging  him,  for  interest  on  the  $300, 
for  two  yeiBirs  and  four  months,  $94,  or 
within  $1 1  of  the  amount  which  t^y 
should  l^ave  received  for  five  years. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  de- 
sired  to  point  out  to  his  hon.  friend  from 
Prescott,  that  this  Bill  was,  at  all  events, 
in  the  direction  in  which  he  was  anxious 
to  see  legblation.  The  ^ill  which  was 
sent  down  from  this  House  had  come  back 
with  the  amendments  stricken  out,  and 
there  was  no  possibility  of  the  amend- 
ments being  again  introduced  and  sent 
back  to  the  other  House  and  receiving 
the  assent  of  that  Chamber.  The  only 
-  course,  then,  would  be  to  have  a  confer- 
ence between  the  two  Houses,  which  was 
not  convenient  at  this  stage  of  the  ses- 
sion, and  it  would  be  found  impossible,  in 
practice,  to  have  the  amendments  restored 
to  the  first  Bill,  or  made  at  all,  except 
under  the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  It 
would  be  far  better,  he  thought^  for  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  take  advantage  of  this 
Bill  as  far  aa  it  went,  and  reserve  to 
himself  the  right  of  action,  another  ses- 
sion, to  have  any  additional  amendments 
which  he  might  think  important  made  to 
the  law. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE  said  if  his  amend- 
ments could  not  be  made  this  session,  be 
would  have  to  accept  the  alternative 
suggested  by  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR  hoped  that  his 
'hon.  friend  would  see  the  propriety  of 
withdrawing  his  motion,  "  That  the  Com- 
mittee do  rise,"  and  allow  the  Bill  to 
pass.  H«  was  quite  satisfied  that  this 
Bill  secured  the  object  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Prescott  was  working 
for  better  than  the  amendments  made  to 
the  Bill  introduced  by  the  Secretary  of 
State.  It  was  general  in  its  application; 
end  it  would  be  better  that,  in  all  their 
legislation,  there  was  the  same  general 
principle  at  the  bottom — that  the  law 
should  apply  to  every  one  alike,  under 
Hon,  Mr,  Bead, 


the  same  circumstances.  He  believed 
that  the  same  principle  should  apply  to 
private  lenders  of  money  as  to  loan 
societies,  as  it  was  as  important  that  the 
borrower  should  have  protection  from 
both.  He  thought  the  Bill  was  a  very 
good  one,  and  he  hoped  his  hon.  friend 
from  Oshawa  (Mr.  Gibbs)  would  not 
move  that  the  last  clause  be  struck  out. 
It  was  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the 
poorer  and  less  educated  class  of  bor- 
rowers, particularly  in  the  agricultural 
districts.  He  had  no  doubt  as  to  the 
constitutionality  of  the  5th  clause,  and 
some  of  the  ablest  men  in  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  held  the  same  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  was  not 
surprised  that  the  hon.  member  from 
Pi'escott  should  feel  indignant — and  this 
House  should  feel  indignant — at  the 
manner  in  which  his  amendments  had 
been  expunged  from  the  Bill  that  was 
sent  down  to  the  Commons,  through  some 
improper  infiuence.  If  there  was  any- 
thing that  should  produce  warmth  in  this 
House,  it  was  the  manner  in  which  the 
honest  endeavors  of  independent  mem- 
bers were  sometimes  thwarted,  when  they 
were  striving  to  correct  evils  of  which 
the  people  complained,  and  from  which 
they  had  suffered. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  knew  of  no  objec- 
tions to  the  amendments  of  the  hon. 
member  from  Prescott  being  incorpor- 
ated in  this  Bill.  There  was  a  provision 
in  it  idready  that  would  make  one  of  his 
amendments  wholly  unnecessary — that 
was  the  provision  that  no  fine  or  penalty 
should  be  e^cacted  from  the  borrower. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  be  prepai'ed 
to  strike  out  the  5  th  clause,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  unconstitutional  and 
would  move,  seconded  by  Hon.  Mr. 
Botsford,  that  the  5th  clause  be 
expunged. 

Hon.  Mr.  YIDAL  said  that  a  motion 
to  that  effect  had  already  been  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY  entirely  approved 
of  all  laws  that  were  intended  to  prevent 
persons  from  being  deceived,  but  he  was 
decidedly  of  opinion  that  they  ought  not 
to  interfere  with  contracts.  "  The  great- 
est good  to  the  greatest  number"  was 
the  maxim  in  legislation  that  was  most 
frequently  quoted,  but  he  believed  that 
simple  justice  for  all  was  a  better  prin- 
ciple to  be  guided  by  in  these  matters, 
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and  that  lenders  should  have  the  same 
option  in  regard  to  recalling  their  loans 
that  borrowers  were  to  be  allowed  as  to 
payment. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKTNS  said  that  insintia- 
tion^  had  been  indulged  in  bj  some  hon. 
members,  in  reference  to  the  Bill  which 
had  been  sent  down  to  the  Commons 
from  this  House,  with  the  amendments 
of  the  hon.  member  from  Prescott  incor- 
porated in  it.  Such  insinuations  should 
not  be  indulged  in,  as  they  were  wholly 
unfounded.  The  Bill  introduced  in 
the  Commons  had  been  amended,  re- 
printed and  reported  to  that  House  before 
the  hon.  member  from  Prescott  had  in- 
troduced his  amendments  at  all,  and  he 
thought  that  that  House  had  every  right 
te  say,  when  the  Senate  Bill  came  down 
to  them,  that  a  measure  of  their  own, 
which  had  been  introduced  early  in  the 
session,  and  which  had  been  carefully  and 
thoroughly  considered,  should  not  be 
superseded.  The  Commons  had  a  perfect 
right  to  take  thai  course,  and  he  rose  to 
throw  back  any  insinuations  that  undue 
influence  had  been  used. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  said  he  had  been  the 
first  to  throw  out  those  insinuations,  and 
he  had  good  ground  fordoing  so.  When 
he  could  be  told  in  advance  that  su^  and 
such  things  would  take  place,  and  they 
did  actually  oocnr,  he  thought  it  was 
more  than  a  coincidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  favored  the 
Bill,  but  preferred  to  see  the  5  th  claiase 
amended,  so  as  to  compel  the  borrower  to 
pay  six  months'  interest  whoi  he  wished 
to  pay  off  the  mortgage  before  the  time 
had  expired.  It  was  unfSair  to  the  lender, 
after  he  had  made  a  safe  investment  of 
his  money  for  a  term  oi  years,  that  he 
should  be  compelled  to  take  it  back  at 
any  time  tiie  borrower  chose  to  tender 
him  three  months'  interest  along  with  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  felt  that  the 
Senate  should  stand  on  their  dignity,  and 
decline  to  accept  the  amendments  of  the 
Commons  to  the  edier  BilL  It  would 
then  go  back  te  the  other  House,  and 
the  responsibility  of  rejecting  the  amend- 
ments of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Pres- 
coVt  woold  rest  with  the  other  Chamber. 
He  did  not  wish  to  impute  anything 
unfair  to  anyone,  but  it  was  well  known 
that  gentlemen  representing  these  loan 
societies  had  come  down  from  Toronto^ 
Bjon*  Mr.  Penny. 


and  it  was  really  supposed  that  their 
visit  had  something  to  do  with  the  elimi- 
nation  of  the  amendments  of  the  mem- 
ber from  Prescott  from  the  BilL  He 
thought  the  best  course  would  be  not  to- 
pass  this  Bill,  but  to  keep  it  in  com- 
mittee until  ihey  could  see  what  action 
the  Commons  would  take  <m  the  other 
meastire. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  a  great 
deal  of  stress  was  laid  on  the  fact  that 
the  amendments  made  to  the  Bill  that 
had  been  sent  down  to  the  Commons 
provided  that  the  rate  of  interest  was  to 
be  written  across  the  face  of  the  mort- 
gage in  different  celored  iak.  Alchough^ 
in  the  same  words,  that  provision  was 
not  made  in  this  Bill,  still  there  was  a 
provision  applicable  to  all  mortgages  on 
the  instalment  plan  to  the  same  effect^ 
as  in  all  cases  the  mortgage  had  to  contain 
a  statement  of  the  rate  of  interest,  cal- 
culated yearly  and  half  yearly. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  said  that,  when  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Prescott  submitted 
his  amendments  to  the  Qovemment  Bill 
in  this  House,  his  object  was  that  they 
should  affect  building  societies  only,  and 
it  arose  from  complaints  that  had  been 
made  against  the  maimer  in  which  some 
of  those  companies  conducted  their  busi- 
ness. He  (Mr.  Hoi>e)  did  not  believe 
that  those  complaints  existed  against  aU 
building  societiee,  and  he  was  satisfied 
that  these  associations  had  done  a  great 
deal  in  reducing  the  rate  of  interest,  and 
in  keeping  private  lenders  in  their  proper 
position.  There  was  one  clause  in  t]K)ee 
amendments,  as  originally  offered,  about 
^hich  he  had  had  a  good  deal  of  doubt-— 
that  was,  giving  power  to  the  borrower 
to  terminate  his  contmct  at  any  time, 
upon  paying  the  mortgage  wiUi  stz 
months'  interest  in  advance ;  and  strong^ 
expressions  of  disapproval  had  been  mader 
by  several  members  in  this  House  against 
that  clause.  He  had  advised  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Prescott,  at  the  time,  to 
withdraw  it.  To  his  (Mr.  Hope's)  aa> 
tonishment,  this  Bill  from  the  House  of 
Commons  dealt  not  merely  with  building 
societiee,  bat  with  all  mortgages ;  and 
some  hon.  gentlemen  who  were  opposed 
to  the  clause  to  which  he  had  relerred, 
wh^  the  other  Bill  was  before  th# 
House,  BOW  supported  this  meaaur«v 
the     principle      of     which     extended 
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to  all  lenders,  and  to  all  parts  of 
the  Dominion.  He  (Mr.  Hope)  could 
not  support  this  5th  clause.  Now,  the 
three  first  clauses  of  this  measure  were 
intended  to  deal,  not  only  with  building 
and  loan  societies,  but  with  private  loans 
and  mortgages.  If  there  were  any  com- 
plaints with  regard  to  private  lendem, 
there  would  be  some  cause  for  this  inter- 
ference ;  but  all  the  complaints  were 
against  certain  building  societies,  and  he 
saw  no  reason  for  mingling  %\iQ  two 
classes  of  mortgages.  It  would  be  far 
be*:ter  for  the  promoters  of  this  Bill  to 
withdraw  it  and  allow  the  other  Bill  to 
go  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT  said  his  hon.  friend 
itom  Samia  somewhat  doubted  the  con- 
stitutionality of  the  5th  clause,  and  in 
that  opinion,  the  hon.  Senator  from  Am- 
herst concurred,  while  the  hou.  Senator 
from  Hichmond  took  the  opposite  view. 
Then  the  hon.  Senator  from  Halifa?^ 
whom  he  looked  upon  as  one  of  the 
greatest  legal  luminaries  of  the  ooutitry, 
gave  his  opinion  that  it  was  unconstitu- 
tional. However,  when  he  (Mr.  Flint) 
considered  that  there  were  a  great  many 
l^^l  luminaries  in  the  other  House,  per- 
haps not  so  profound  as  the  hon.  S^mtor 
from  Halifax,  who  had  had  this  Bill  be- 
fore them,  he  believed  that  they  must 
have  considered  it  oonstitational  when 
they  passed  it.  He  (Mr.  Flint)  believed 
that  it  was  constitutional,  and,  therefore, 
he  asked  the  adoption  of  this  clause. 
The  House  should  be  willing  to  give  the 
couatfy  some  measure  of  rdief  in  refers 
enoe  to  the  mtes  di  interest  on  mortgages 
and  the  manner  in  which  they  were  col- 
lected. It  might  be  better  to  amend  the 
daose  by  extending  the  nodce  from  tbr^ 
to  six  months.  That  was  nothing  more 
than  reasonable.  If  a  man  loaned  money 
underthis  Bill,  he  must,  necessarily,  know 
the  conditions — ^that  he  might  have  the 
motley  paid  back  in  five  years, 
with  six  months'  interest  added — 
and,  therefore,  he  was  as  much 
protected  as  the  borrower.  It  was 
nothing  more  than  fair  in  principle^ 
but  if  the  borrower  could  be  called  upon 
at  any  time  to  pay  up  the  principal,  he 
would  be  placed  in  a  very  different  posi- 
tion from  the  lender.  The  course  that 
had  been  pursued  by  the  other  Chamber 
in  reference  to  the  Bill  s^it  down  from 
the  Senate,  a  few  days  ago,  was  not 
Hon,  Mr.  Hope* 


exactly  what  it  should  have  been.  He 
believed  that  the  other  House  had  taken 
too  much  upon  themselves;  but,  not- 
withstanding that,  he  thought  that  the 
Senate  should  be  too  dignified  to  retaliate 
upon  them.  There  was  a  good  deal  said 
about  this  House,  and  a  disposition  in 
the  other  Chamber  to  get  rid  of  it,  and  he 
thought  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  throw 
out  this  Bill,  and  give  them  cause  to 
say  that  the  Senate  had  retaliated 
upon       theu.  He        hoped        the 

hon.  Senator  from  Prescott  would  not 
ask  the  Committee  to  rise,  because  that 
would  defeat  the  Bill.  The  reason  that 
he  (Mr.  Flint)  had  taken  up  the  Bill  the 
other  day,  was  because  nobody  seemed  to 
have  charge  of  it,  and  it  would  be  dis- 
courteous to  the  House  of  Commons  to 
allow  it  to  lie  on  the  table.  It  was  not 
because  he  felt  himself  competent  to 
grapple  with  this  great  question.  He 
had  merely  discharged  his  duty  in  moving 
the  second  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  that  the  effect 
of  striking  out  the  amendment  would  be 
to  send  the  Bill  back  to  the  other  House, 
and,  at  thislate  period  of  tiie  session,  that 
might  result  in  the  defeat  of  the  Bill. 
There  seemed  to  be  a  consensus  of  opinion 
that  the  Bill  had  substantially  good 
features  about  it.  He  concurred  in  that 
view,  and  would  r^^t  if  it  should  be  lost 
this  session,  which  he  believed,  would  be 
the  result  if  any  amendments  wei-e  made. 

Hen.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  if  there  was 
anything  in  that  argument,  it  was  very 
unfortunate  that  the  other  House  had 
seen  fit  to  make  so  many  amendments  to 
the  Billthat  had  been  sent  down  to  them 
from  the  Senate.  This  measure  had  not 
been  delayed  in  tlie  Senate.  It  had  been 
detained  a  month  or  six  weeks  in  the 
other  House,  and  it  was  not  the  fault  of 
the  Senate  that  it  came  before  tkem  for 
discussion  so  late  in  the  Session. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARKsaid  that  there  were 
two  parties  to  any  contract.  A  person 
entrusted  with  the  money  of  third  par- 
ties wishing  to  invest  it  for  a  long  period, 
may,  perhi^  find  a  dozen  ready  to  bor- 
row it  on  the  terms  he  offers.  One  of 
the  parties  borrows  it,  and  thus  enters 
into  a  contract  This  Bill  would  permit 
one  party  to  the  contract  to  violate  it 
before  the  expiratien  of  the  period  for 
which  the  money  was  borrowed.     If  in- 
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terest  were  lusing,  no  man  would  pay  off 
a  mortgage  if  he  had  to  borrow  money 
at  a  higher  rate  ;  but,  if  he  could 
^et  money  on  better  terms,  this  Bill 
would  enable  him  to  do  so.  The  other 
jmrty  had  no  option.  He  could  not  ter- 
minate the  contract  as  the  other  could, 
consequently,  it  would  be  permitting  acts 
-of  injustice  to  be  done,  and,  therefore,  he 
was  opposed  to  the  clause. 

Hon.sMr.  MFLLER  asked  what  injus- 
tice could  be  done,  when  the  parties  enter- 
ing -into  the  contract  knew  that«  at  the 
end  of  ^ve  years,  the  money  could  be 
returned  1  The  conti*act  would  be  sub- 
ject to  this  condition  just  as  mu«b  as  it 
would  be  subject  to  the  conditions  con- 
tained in  the  mortgage.  But  was  there 
anything  extraordinaiy  in  the  law  at- 
taching such  conditions  to  contracts? 
Was  not  this  whole  Bill  a  piece  of  legis- 
lation regulating  and  restricting  the  loan 
of  money  securod  by  mortgages  on  real 
estate  1  Was  not  the  whole  Bill  intended 
to  contix>l  the  loaning  of  money,  and  had 
not  Parliament  just  the  same  right  to 
limit  the  period  of  a  mortgage  to  ^ve 
years  as  to  limit  the  rate  ot  interest,  or 
enact  any  one  of  the  conditions  mentioned 
in  the  Bill  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD  asked  why 
Parliament  should  interfere  with  a  bargain 
between  two  parties,  unless  some  evil 
could  be  shewn  to  result  from  permitting 
them  to  do  so  )  If  these  loan  societies  pos- 
sessed .lat^e  powers,  Parliament  had 
granted  them,  and,  if  evils  arose  from 
the  exercise  of  those  powers,  Parliament 
could  deal  with  them  ;  but  he  could  not 
undei'Stand  why  Parliament  should  inter- 
fere between  individuals  making  li  bargain 
which  was  usually  ^or  their  mutual 
benefit. 

Hon.    Mr.   MILLER  said   that  Par- 
.liament  had  power  to  make  usury  laws. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORJ)  said  that  it 
should  first  be  shewn  that  evils  existed 
before  attempting  to  pass  such  a  Bill  as 
this,  which  directly  interfered  with  civil 
rights. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS  thought  it  was  an 
extraordinary  doctrine  that  contracts 
might  be  made  to  which  one  party  should 
be  bound  and  the  other  should  not  or 
need  not  be  bound.  If  it  were  desii-able 
to  fix  five  years  as  the  limit  of  mort- 
Son,  Mr,  Wark, 


gages,  it  was  but  fair  to  say  that  no 
contract  should  be  binding  on  either  side 
beyond  five  years.  He  was  surprised 
that  such  an  astute  lawyer  as  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Richmond  could  advocate 
the  doctrine  he  had  expounded. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  lost. 

Contents,  20 ;  Non-Contents,  26. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  supposed  that  it 
was  useless  to  try  to  carry  anything 
against  the  united  forces  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  Opposition.  The  constitution- 
ality of  this  clause  would  soon  be  tested 
in  the  courts. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that,  by 
limiting  the  clause,  and  making  it  appli- 
cable to  the  first  section  only,  would  bring 
all  mortgages  of  over  five  yeai-s  now  in 
existence  under  the  terms  of  the  5  th 
clause,  and  that  would  be  a  very  great 
injustice. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  the  House 
was  getting  a  little  more  light  on  this 
BilL  The  other  day,  when  the  objection 
was  made  by  the  hon.  Senator  from  New 
Brunswick  (Mr.  Botsford)  that  this  Bill 
applied  to  all  mortgages,  ho  was  in- 
formed by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Rich- 
mond that  he  was  mistaken.  Now, 
however,  it  seemed  that  it  applied  to 
all  mortgages  after  the  first  of  July 
next.  If  that  were  the  intention,  it  was 
only  another  proof  that  the  Bill  was  be- 
yond the  jurisdiction  of  Parliament. 
Tne  hon.  Senator  from  Richmond  bad 
remarked  half-a-dozen  times,  the  other 
day,  that  the  Bill  did  not  apply  to  what 
was  called  straight  mortgages  ;  but  now 
it  seemed  to  include  the  straight  as  well 
as  the  crooked. 

•  Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  he  had  been 
misunderstood.  The  other  day,  the  dis- 
cussion turned  on  the  rate  of  interest, 
and  the  hon.  Senator  from  Amherst 
started  the  point  that  the  Bill  was  going 
to  limit  the  rate  of  interest  fixed  by 
law  :  that  was  the  view  that  he  (Mr. 
Miller)  was  arguing  upon,  and  he  had 
contended  that  the  Bill  would  only  affect 
mortgages  upon  the  principle  mentioned 
in  the  first  section.  That  was  his  con- 
tention still  but,  wiik  regard  to  this 
clause,  which  was  intended  to  give  an 
opportunity  of  paying  off  a  mortgage 
after  five  years,  he  did  not  pretend  to  say 
that  it  would  not  apply  to  all  mortgages 
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taken  after  July  next.  His  contention, 
the  other  day,  was  that  this  Bill  did  not 
affect  the  rate  of  interest  on  mortgages  in 
Nova  Scotia  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL  thought  that  there 
should  be  some  distinction  between 
mortgages  made  between  individuals  and 
those  made  by  loan  and  building  socie- 
ties. He  thought  it  was  very  wrong  to 
put  i*estrictions  upon  arrangements  that 
might  be  made  between  individuals,  as 
no  difficulties  had  heretofore  been  found 
to  exist  in  that  direction,  and  no  grounds 
had  been  shewn  for  imposing  such  re- 
strictions.  He,  therefore,  moved  that : — 

«»6.  This  Act  shall  only  apply  to  moneys 
secured  by  mortgage  on  real  estate  executed 
after  the  first  day  of  July,  in  the  year  of 
our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eighty,  tak«n  by  or  on  behalf  of  any  loan, 
building  or  other  society,  whose  principal 
business  is  loaning  or  advanciug  money  on 
mortgages,  and  to  mortgages  taken  in  trust 
for  any  such  society." 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  objected 
to  the  amendment,  because  it  would  ren- 
der the  Act  almost  useless  in  the  Pro- 
vince of  Prince  Edward  Island,  where 
there  were  no  large  societies  which  acted  in 
the  way  that  some  hon.  gentlemen  spoke 
of.  But  there  were  many  money-lenders 
there,  who  often  loaned  money  at  a  high 
rate  of  interest,  and  he  thought  that  the 
clause  referred  to  would  be  very  useful 
to  control  their  rates. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  the 
amendment  was  out  of  order,  because  it 
struck  at  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
which  was  that  the  first  clause  should 
apply  to  all  mortgages  drawn  on  the 
sinking  fund  principle. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD  said  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Richmond  was  of  a  very 
different  opinion  now  to  that  he  had/  en- 
tertained a  few  days  ago,  when  he  stated 
that  this  Bill  did  not  apply  to  mortgages 
made  between  private  individuals. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  had  not 
been  his  contention. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD  said  he  did 
not  think  he  had  mistaken  the  hon. 
member.  The  hon.  gentleman  had  cer- 
tainly argued  that  the  first  clause  did  not 
apply  to  that  class  of  mortgages,  and,  now, 
the  hon.  gentleman  contended  that  it  did. 
The  amendment  was  quite  in  order,  and 
he  ho}>ed  that  it  would  pass.  From  his 
lion.  Mr,  Miller. 


own  personal  experience,  he  knew  that 
the  evils  caused  by  loan  societies  did  not 
exist  with  regard  to  private  individuals. 
In  New  Brunswick,  at  all  events,  the 
interest  laws  were  very  well  known,  and 
mortgages  were  generally  drawn  without 
the  rate  of  interest  being  stated.  In  that 
case,  only  6  per  cent,  could   be  collected. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  said,  if  the  amend- 
ment should  carry,  the  effect  of  that 
amendment  would  be  to  limit  the  appli- 
cation of  the  5th  clause  entirely  to 
building  and  loan  societies  lending  money 
on  the  sinking  fund  principle,  and  he 
would,  therefore,  consider  himself  re- 
lieved from  his  promise  to  support  the 
clause,  because,  if  that  amendment  were 
adopted,  it  would  be  making  a  most 
unfair  and  unjust  distinction  between 
such  societies  and  other  companies,  and 
individuals  loaning  money  in  the  Do- 
minion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  the  reason  why 
this  Bill  was  before  ParliiEiment,  was 
because  of  complaints  of  certain  hardships 
imposed  on  borrowers.  Such  hardships 
woidd  be  none  the  less  grievous  if  the 
money  were  obtained  from  a  private 
individual  than  if  obtained  from  a  com- 
pany. If  the  statement  were  true  that 
no  such  hardships  existed  in  the  case  of 
loans  obtained  from  private  individuals, 
then  this  Bill  would  not  affect  them. 
It  was  only  those  particular  lenders  who 
acted  as  loan  societies  were  said  to  act 
occasionally,  that  would  be  affected  by 
this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Sackville  (Mr.  Bots- 
ford)  repeated  his  explanation  of  his 
remarks  of  the  other  day.  The  subject 
under  discussion  then  was,  whether  this 
Bill  affected  the  rate  of  interest  in  Nova 
Scotia.  His  contention  was  that  it 
would  not  do  so  in  the  slightest  degree, 
as  mortgages  in  that  Province  were  on 
the  "straight"  principle.  The  only 
provision  in  this  Bill  relating  to  straight 
mortgages  was  the  5th  clause,  which 
affected  the  time  when  they  could  be  paid, 
off.  His  argument,  the  other  day,  was 
not  in  reference  to  that  clause,  but  the 
application  of  the  principle  of  this  Bill 
to  the  loaning  of  money  in  Nova  Scotia. 

Hon.     Mr.    BOTSFORD    contended 
that  the  former  argument  of  the  hon. 
Senator  was  that  the  Bill  did  not  extend 
30 
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to  prirate  individuals,  but  to  those  only 
made  on  the  principle  mentioned  in  the 
Ist  section. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN  said  that  was 
the  impression  that  the  hon.  gentleman's 
(Mr.  Miller's)  remarks  had  made  on  him, 
but  he  had  not  been  very  much  influ- 
enced by  them.  He  (Mr.  McClelan) 
hoped  that  the  amendment  would  pass, 
because  he  was  opposed  to  the  tendency 
of  this  Bill.  He  considered  it  unconsti- 
tutional and  unjust  in  its  application  to 
private  contracts.  If  there  was  any 
clasR  of  the  community  in  New  Brunswick 
that  would  derive  benefit  from  the  pas- 
sage of  this  law,  it  was  the  very  respect- 
able class  of  legal  gentlemen  there.  He 
believed  that  the  constitutionality  of  it 
would  be  tested.  A  veiy  great  difference 
of  opinion  existed  among  the  legal  gen- 
tlemen in  this  Chamber,  and  the  same 
difference  of  opinion  would,  undoubtedly, 
exist  among  gentlemen  outside  of  it,  the 
result  would  be  litigation,  and,  inst^td  of 
relieving  the  borrowing  class,  so  far  as 
contracts  between  private  individuals 
were  concerned,  he  was  satisfied  the  ten- 
dency of  the  law,  if  passed  in  its  present 
shape,  would  be  to  have  the  opposite 
effect. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  suggested  that 
the  clause  should  only  be  made  appli- 
cable to  such  mortgages  as  were  men- 
tioned in  the  1st  section  of  the  Bill. 

Hod.  Mr.  ALLAN  said  that  that 
would  be  a  very  i^njust  thing. 

The  Committee  rose  and  reported 
progress,  and  asked  leave  to  sit  again. 

AFTER  KfiOBSS. 

The  House  resumed  consideration  of 
the  Bill  relating  to  interest  on  mortgages 
secured  by  real  estate,  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  said  that  he 
could  not  support  such  an  amendment ; 
he  thought  that  the  same  rule  should 
apply  to  all  classes  of  mortgages.  In 
Nova  Scotia,  loans  were  generally  made 
by  private  individuals,  and,  when  the 
rate  of  interest  was  restricted,  there  was 
no  reason  why  the  borrower  should  not 
be  allowed  to  pay  it  back  as  soon  as  he 
was  able.  0«r  laws  should  facilitate,  as 
much  as  possible,  the  payment  of  debts. 
Hon,  Mr.  Bot^orcL 


Hon.  Mr.  MILLED  said  that  he  had 
thrown  out  the  suggestion  before  six 
o'clock.  He  now  moved  that  the  5  th 
clause  be  amended  as  follows  : — 

"  After  *  mortgage/  insert,  <  provided  that 
this  section  sbaU  only  apply  to  mortfi^es 
mentioned  in  the  Ist  section  of  this  Act,  and 
to  all  loans  by  incorporated  companies  se- 
cured by  mortgage  in  any  way  whatever." 

The  effect  of  this  amendment  would  be 
to  exclude  private  straight  mortgages 
from  the  operation  of  the  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  leave  the  Bill  as  it  was,  be- 
cause this  amendment  might  give  rise  to 
a  good  deal  of  doubt  as  to  the  class  of 
mortgages  included  in  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Sir  .\LEX  CAMPBELL  said 
that  the  amendment  met  the  difficulty 
mentioned  with  reference  to  the  first 
proposition  made  to  the  Committee,  of 
extending  the  proviso  to  all  incorporated 
companies,  and,  so  far,  he  agreed  to  it. 
But  it  was  open  to  this  objection:  that  it 
militated  against  the  plan  of  lending 
money  on  the  sinking  fund  plan.  It 
would  be  an  inducement  to  the  loan 
companies  to  favor  straight  loans.  Was 
that  in  fke  interest  of  the  public  ?  There 
was  strong  ground  to  argue .  that  it  was 
not. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  thought  that,  if 
any  limitation  was  to  be  made  at  all,  the 
House  would  be  justified  in  striking  out 
the  5  th  clause  altogether.  He  spoke 
and  felt  very  strongly  on  the  subject, 
because,  apart  from  the  interests  of  the 
loan  companies,  he  believed  that  the 
sinking  fund  system  had  been  a  great 
boon  to  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
it  would  be  unwise  to  drive  the  compan- 
ies into  abandoning  that  system,  as  they 
were  likely  to  do  if  this  amendment  were 
adopted.  The  Bill,  so  far  as  it  related  to 
money  borrewed.on  the  sinking  fund 
principle,  was  complete,  and  he  saw  no 
reason  for  imposing  this  additional  pen- 
alty on  companies  doing  business  in  that 
way,  unless  it  was  extended  to  all  persons 
lending  money.  If  there  was  to  be  any 
limitation  at  ail,  he  would  feel  himself  at 
liberty  to  vote  for  striking  out  the  5th 
clause  altogether. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  rejected  :  Contents,  15  ;. 
non-contents,  17. 
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Hon.  Mr.  PENNY  moved  tlie  follow- 
ing amendment: — 

«  Wheneyer  any  principal  monej  or  interets 
secured  by  mortgage  of  r^  estate  is  not,  under 
the  terms  of  the  mortgage,  payable  till  a  time 
more  than  fire  years  after  the  date  of  the 
mortgage,  then  in  case  at  any  time  after  the 
expiration  of  such  five  years,  any  person 
entitled  to  receive  the  money  and  interest  so 
secured,  tenders  or  pays  to  the  person  obliged 
to.  pay  the  money,  three  months'  interest  in 
lieu  of  notiee,  be  shall  be  at  liberty  forthwith 
to  call  in  and  recoyer  the  money  and  interest 
due  on  the  same  moitgage." 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost. 
The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  the  6th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  BROUSE  moved  that  the 
lollowing  clause  be.  added  to  the  Bill : — 

«  Clatue  A-~No  sale  of  lands  made  under 
power  of  sale  contained  in  any  mortgage  shall 
be  valid  unless  two  months'  previous  written 
or  printed  notice  of  intention  to  exercise  such 
powers  of  sale,  specifying  the  date  and  place 
thereof,  shall  have  beea  given  to  the  mortgagor 
or  left  with  a  grown-up  person,  at  his  last 
place  of  residence  in  the  province,  nor  unless 
such  proposed  sale  shall  have  been  advertised 
ibr  at  least  one  month  in  some  newspaper 
published  in  the  county  within  which  such 
lands  lie." 

He  said  he  had  received  a  statement  from 
Mr.  O'Donohoe  of  Toronto,  of  the  case  of  a 
poor  widow  who  received  notice  from  a 
loan  company  on  a  Tuesday  that  her  pro- 
perty would  be  sold  the  following  Friday 
for  non-payment  of  an  instalment  She 
asked  for  time,  but  it  was  refuBod,  and 
the  property  was  sold  at  a  sacrifice. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
thought  the  proposition  was  a  reasonable 
one. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  hoped  that  the 
leader  of  the  House  would  reconsider  his 
statement.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Power) 
that  this  proposed  section  was  ultra  vires 
of  this  Parliament,  as  it  interfered  with  a 
matter  which  oame  within  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  local  legislatures. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN  approved  of 
the  amendment,  but  thought  the  language 
of  it  could  be  improved. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  suggested  that 
the  clause  should  be  allowed  to  stand 
over. 

Hon.  Mr.  PELLETIER  did  not  see 
how  this  Parliament  could  legislate  on  the 
iiiatter,  and  the  amendment  was  unneces- 
sary, so  far  as   Quebec  was  concerned, 
jBTon.  Mr.  Allan, 


because,  in  that  Province,  no  sale  of  land 
could  take  place  unless  advertised  for 
four  months  in  the  Quebec  Official 
Gazette. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
there  might  be  grave  doubts  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  this  Parliament  was  legislating 
on  the  basis  that  it  had  power  to  control 
those  companies,  and,  therefore,  over  all 
the  other  circumstances  incidental  to  such 
control.  In  the  case  put  by  the  hon. 
Senator  opposite  (Mr.  Pelletier)  the  Bill 
wotdd  not  be  contrary  to  the  law  of 
Quebec,  as  only  twd  months'  notice  was 
requii'ed. 

Hou.  Mr.  MILLER  Vas  not  at  all 
prepared  to  say  that  the  view  taken  by 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Halifax  (Mr. 
Power)  was  not  correct,  but  was  rather 
inclined  to  think  that  this  Parliament 
had  power  to  pass  this  amendment.  It 
would  be  better,  however,  to  let  the 
amendment  stand,  in  order  that  time 
might  be  given  to  frame  it  more  care^ 
fully. 

The  amendment  was  allowed  to  stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  LEONARD,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill,  with  amend- 
ments, which  were  concurred  in. 


ONTABIO    REFUGE    FOR    GIRLS   BILL 
THIRD   RBADINO. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on*  Bill  (100)  ''Respecting 
the  Industrial  Refuge  for  Girls,  of 
Ontario." 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN,  from  the 
Committee,  reported  the  Bill  with  an 
amendment^  which  was  concurred  in. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 


THE  PRINTING   OF    PARLIAMENT. 

TWELFTH    RBPOBT    OF    THE    JOINT    OOM- 

MITTEE. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called — consideration  of  l^e  twelfth  re- 
port of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing, 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  said  that  a 
difficulty  had  arisen  with  ren^ard  to  one 
of  the  resolutions  in  the  latter  part  of 
the  I'eport,  recommending  that  two  rooms 
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in  the  Senate  vaults  be  prepared  for 
storage  purposes.  He  understood  that 
these  rooms  were  necessary  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate. 

After  some  discussion,  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  report  was  postponed 
until  Monday. 

WINNIPEG  k  HUDSON  BAY  RAILWAY 
AND  8T1AMSHIP  CO.'S  BILL. 

THIRD     READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ,  in  the  absence  of 
Hon.  Mr.  Dickey,  moved  concurrence  in 
the  amendments  made  by  the  Committee 
on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbors  to 
Bill  (46)  "  To  incorporate  the  Winnipeg 
k  Hudson  Bay  Railway  and  Steamship 
Company." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
waB  read  the  third  Ume  and  passed. 

INLAND  REVENUE  BILL. 
SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  mored 
that  the  rule  be  suspended  to  allow  the 
second  reading  of  BUI  (7)  "  To  consoli- 
date and  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the 
Inland  Revenue,"  to  t.ake  place  at  this  sit- 
ting. He  said  that  there  yas  no  principle 
involved  in  the  measure  to  which  exception 
could  be  taken.  It  entirely  relat^  to 
the  mode  in  which  duties  should  be 
collected,  and  was  not  a  bill  which  was 
likely  to  be  altered  or  amended  in  the 
Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  adjourned  at  9.30  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Saturday,  May  1st,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  four 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

LAW    OFFICERS    AND    TRANSLATORS' 
DEPARTMENTS. 

REPORT  OF  THE   COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL,  from 
the  Joint  Committee  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Commons  appointed  to  con- 
sider whether  it  would  not  be  attended 
with  economy  and  advantage  to  the  pub- 
Hon.  Mr,  Simpson. 


lie  service  if  the  **  Law  Department "  of 
each  House  and  that  of  "  Translation  " 
were  respectively  amalij^amated,  present- 
ed their  first  report : — 

<(Ck)MMiTTiB  Room, 

"  16th  April,  1880. 

<<  The  Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses  ap- 
pointed to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
attended  with  economy  and  adrantage  to  the 
public  service  if  the  <Law  Department'  of 
each  House  and  that  of  <  Translation '  were 
respectively  amalgamated,  beg  leave  to  re- 
port,— 

"  That,  Having  well  considered  the  matter 
referred  to  them,  they  are  of  opinion  that  no 
change  in  the  present  system  would  be  at* 
tended  with  either  economy  or  advantage  to 
the  public  service. 

"Appended  to  this  report  will  be  found 
'  memorandums,'  prepared  in  compliance 
with  the  desire  of  the  Committee,  by  the  Law 
Officers  and  the  Chief  Translators  of  both 
Houses. 

«  All  which  is  respectfully  submitted . 

'•  A.  CAMPBBtL." 

He  said :  In  moving  the  adoption  of 
this  report,  I  merely  desire  to  explain 
that,  after  thoroughly  considering  tliis 
matter,  the  Committee  unauimousiy 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  which  it  sets 
forth.  The  departments  of  law  were  first 
considered,  and,  with  regard  to  them,  this 
was  the  suggestion  which,  I  think,  pre- 
vailed in  the  Committee,  and  which  is,  I 
think,  entitled  to  gi'eat  weight :  that 
there  is  considerable  safety  in  having  the 
Bills  which  are  presented  to  Parliament 
considered  by  legal  minds,  from  different 
and  distinct  points  of  view,  and  it  was 
considered  that,  if  the  law  departments 
were  amalgamated,  that  advantage  would 
be  lost.  It  was  decided  on  that  ground 
that  it  was  better  not  to  amalgamate  the 
law  departments.  In  reference  to  the 
translation,  it  was  found,  after  exami- 
nation of  the  translators  of  the  two  de- 
partments, and  after  hearing  what  was 
said  by  a  member  of  the  Committee  who 
had  had  great  experience  in  that  branch 
of  the  service,  that  no  economy  would 
result  from  the  proposed  Amalgamation. 
In  the  first  place,  it  wm  assigned  as  a 
reason  that  we  should  be  obliged  for  our 
own  convenience,  to  retain  one  translator 
of  the  two  we  now  have,  for  th^  trans- 
lation of  the  daily  proceedings  of  this 
House,  even  if  the  departments  were 
amalgamated.  We  have  only  one  other 
translator  besides  the  gentleman  who 
sits  as  French  clerk  at  the  table, 
so    that    the   economy  would  not  have 
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been  great,  of  adding  the  other  trans- 
lator  to  tlie  staff  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  Even  if  it  were  done,  the 
Committee  thought  that  the  business 
would  not  be  expedited  in  any  appreciable 
degree,  and  that  some  possibility  might 
exist  (remote,  I  trust)  that  discomfort  or 
uneasiness  might  arise  between  the  two 
Houses  in  reference  to  the  facility  with 
which  the  documents  for  the  respective 
branches  of  Parliament  were  translated. 
On  the  whole,  die  Committee  arrived  at 
the  decision  reported,  that  the  change 
would  not  be  attended  with  advantage  or 
economy  to  the  public  service,  and  a 
report  was  so  prepared,  and  directed  to 
be  presented  to  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

EXTRA  SITTINGS  OF  THE  SENATE. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved  : — 

**  That,  when  the  House  adjourns  to-day,  it 
do  stand  acyoumed  until  Monday,  at  eleven 
o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  such  sitting  to  con- 
tinue  until  one' o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  unless 
the  House  be  sooner  acUoumed,  when  the 
House  shall  stand  adjourned  until  three  o'clock 
in  the  afternoon,  and  that  thereafter  dxudng 
the  present  session  there  shall  be,  unless  the 
House  shall  otherwise  order,  two  sittings 
every  day,  one  at  eleven  in  the  morning  and 
the  other  at  three  in  the  afternoon,  and  that 
each  of  such  sittings  be  considered  a  distinct 
sitting,  and  that  Government  business  shall 
have  precedence.'* 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (106)  '<  An  Act  further  to  amend 
'An  Act  respecting  the  Harbor  of 
Pictou,  in  Nova  Scotia.'  *' — (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 

Bill  (117)  "  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Act 
42  Victoria,  cap.  5,  for  granting  an  an- 
nual subsidy  towards  certain  telegraphic 
communication." — (Sir  Alex.  CampbelL) 

Bill  (109)  "  An  Act  to  authorize  the 
raising  of  a  further  sum  to  enable  the 
Quebec  Harbor  Commissionei*s  to  com- 
plete their  tidal  dock." — (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 

Bill  (110)  "An  Act  to  enable  the 
Harbor  Commissioners  of  Montreal  to 
pay  a  life  annuity  to  the  widow  of  the 
Hon,  Sir  Alex,  Campbell, 


late   Hon.   John    Young." — (Sir    Alex. 
Campbell.)  ^ 

Bill  (88)  "  An  Act  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  resident  representative  agent 
for  Canada  in  the  United  Kingdom." — 
(Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (108)  «  An  Act  for  extending  the 
Consolidated  Act  of  1879,  respecting 
duties  imposed  on  Promissory  Notes  and 
Bills  of  Exchange  to  the  whole  Domin- 
ion."— (Mr.  Aikins.) 

Bill  (84)  "An  Act  to  amend  the 
"General  Inspection  Act  of  1874.'"— 
(Mr.  Aikins.) 

Bill  (102)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act      y/ 
42  Vic,  cap.  15,  intituled  :  'An  Act  to 
alter  the  duties  of  Customs  and  Excise.' " 
— (Mr.  Aikins.) 

Bill  (107)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  law 
respecting  the  removal  of  obstructions  in 
navigable  waters  by  wrecks." — (Sir  Alex. 
CampbelL) 

The  House  adjourned  at  5  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Monday,  May  Srd,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  eleven 
o'clock  a.m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

A  COLONIAL  RESEEVE  FORCE. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  moved  :— 
«  That  an  bumble  Address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Qovernor-General,  pray- 
ing that  His  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to 
cause  to  be  laid  before  this  House  any  corres- 
pondence which  has  taken  place  between  the 
Dominion  or  Imperial  Governments  relative 
to  a  propoBition  of  the  Imperial  Qovemment 
to  raise  in  this  Dominion  a  Colonial  Reserve 
Force." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  is  no  correspondence  that  can  be 
brought  down.  The  correspondence  that 
ha.s  taken  place  is  confidential  and  in- 
complete, and,  so  far  as  I  know,  up  to 
this  stage,  consists  in  the  exchange  of 
cablegrams.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  withdraw  the  motion. 

The  motion  was  withdrawn. 
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^    A  QUESTION  OF  PKIVILEGE. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Before 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I  rise 
to  a  question  of  privilege,  and  to  make 
a  personal  explanation.  I  am  sare  that 
the  members  of  this  House  are  always 
disposed  to  prevent  any  injustice  or 
wrong  being  done  to  any  of  its  members 
There  is  always  amongst  the  members  of 
the  Senate,  as  amongst  Englishmen  all 
over  the  world,  a  love  of  fair  play.  If 
any  one,  however  humble,  is  wronged  by 
another,  a  fair  opportunity  is  ever  s^orded 
to  redress  that  wrong.  Now,  the  hon. 
the  leader  of  the  Government  in  this 
llouse  is  reported,  in  this  morning's 
Citizen,  to  have  made  the  following  state- 
ment during  the  debate  on  the  Koyal 
Military  College  of  Kingston,  which  took 
place  on  Thursday,  speaking  of  me  as  the 
Senator  from  Woodstock — ^and  I  may  say 
that  I  understand  that  speech  was  sent 
to  him  for  revision  before  it  was  pub- 
lished  

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— T  do 
not  think  it  is  in  order  to  refer  to  a 
debate  that  has  already  taken  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  think  it 
is  quite  in  order,  as  I  will  shew  by 
quoting  from  May,  page  302  : — 

"  In  regard  t«  explanations  af  personal 
matters,  the  House  is  usually  indulgent,  and 
will  permit  a  statement  of  that  character  to 
be  made  withomt  notice." 

I  submit  to  this  House,  with  all  defer- 
ence, that  a  statement  has  been  made 
affecting  my  character  as  a  public  man, 
which  1  shall  quote. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL--.I  do 
not  think  it  is  in  order,  or  that  it  is  the 
practice  of  the  House,  to  go  back  to 
debates  that  have  taken  place.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  goes  into  that  debate 
again,  J  shall  have  to  do  so  too,  and,  on 
that  account,  the  rules  of  Parliament 
preclude  any  reference  to  a  debate  that 
has  taken  place  during  the  same  session* 
If  I  had  any  serious  charge  against  the 
hon.  gentleman  I  should  at  once  acqui- 
esce in  the  course  he  has  taken ;  but 
everydne  knows  that  he  proposed,  on  the 
occasion  to  which  he  refers,  a  certain 
course,  and  I  said,  in  badinage,  in  reply, 
what  I  had  heard  of  his  intentions. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER -I  will  not 
touch   the  debate.     I   merely  desire  to 
shew  the  House  where  the  hon.  gentleman 
Hon.  Sir  Alex,  CamvpheU, 


has  made  a  statement  affecting  my  repu- 
tation as  a  public  man,  and  I  cannot 
imagine  that  he  will  ask  the  House  to 
deny  me  a  privilege  which  any  citizen  of 
the  country  can  claim.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man said  in  his  speech 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL— It  seems  very 
clear  to  me  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
should  explain  in  what  way  he  proposes 
to  put  the  matter  before  the  House. 
Does  the  hon.  gentleman  complain  of  in- 
accuracy in  the  report,  or  does  he  desire 
to  raise  a  question  of  privilege  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CA.MPBELL— I 
olject  to  a  reference  to  a  debate  which 
has  already  transpired  in  the  Senate. 
We  all  know  there  was  nothing  charged 
against  the  hon.  gentleman  calling  for  a 
personal  explanation.  I  do  not  think  it 
is  profitable,  at  this  stage  of  the  session, 
to  occupy  our  time  in  that  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— I  think  the 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  the  Minister 
of  Militia^was  one  which  certainly  threw 
ridicule  on  the  hon.  Senator  from  Wood- 
stock, and  it  does  seem  to  me  that,  that 
having  been  the  case,  he  should  allow  the 
hon.  Senator  (Mr.  Alexander)  to  make 
his  statement.  He  does  not  propose  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  very  long, 
and  I  think  his  request  is  only  rea- 
sonable. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  it  W£is  badinage. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— There  was  no 
moi'al  imputation  <m  him,  it  i^  true,  but 
he  was  ridiculed. 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL— 

Why  did  not  the  hon.  gentleman  reply  to 
it  at  the  time  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  did  not 
hear  the  hon.  gentleman's  remarks. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— The  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  deny  the  correctaess 
of  the  statement  at  the  time,  and  he  does 
not  now  state  that  the  report  of  it  is  inac- 
curate. He  should  have  taken  the  op- 
portunity on  Saturday,  when  the  subject 
was  before  the  House,  of  denying  any- 
thing against  his  character.  The  diffi- 
culty in  making  an  explanation  now  is 
that  it  would  be  a  violation  of  one  of  the 
acknowledged  rules  of  th«  Senate,  that 
no  one  shall  refer  to  a  debate  that  has 
already  taken  place  during  the  same  ses- 
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sion.  This  very  case  shews  how  impor- 
tant it  is  that  we  should  adhere  to  that 
rule,  because  we  shall  never  have  an  end 
of  i-eferences  back  to  speeches  made  bj 
hon.  members  if  we  now  assent  to  this 
matter  being  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Sena- 
tor from  Woodstock.  As  there  was  no 
charge  against  the  hon.  gentleman,  and 
the  statement  was  made  in  mere  badinage, 
and  he  did  not  take  exception  to  it  at  the 
time,  I  do  not  think  he  should  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — For  my  own 
part,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  out 
of  order  in  the  remarks  that  he  has  been 
making  to  the  House  ;  but,  if  he  desired 
merely  to  deny  any  incorrect  statement, 
I  do  not  think  that  the  House  would  be 
disposed  to  prevent  him  from  doing  so. 
Where,  I  think,  the  hon.  gentleman  sets 
the  sense  of  the  House  against  him  is  in 
prefacing  his  explanation  with  remarks 
and  comments  which  do  not  apply  to 
the  explanation  he  desires  to  offer.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  come  to  the 
point,  and  say  that  he  wishes  to  deny 
certain  statements  made  by  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Militia,  his  object  would  be 
accomplished  without  detaining  the 
H buse,  and,  I  am  sure,  that  there  would 
be  no  disposition  to  prevent  him  from 
doing  so. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— If 
the  hon.  gentleman  desires  to  make  a 
correction,  he  can  do  so  without  referring 
to  a  previous  debate.  I  quite  concur  in 
the  views  expressed  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Bichmond  (Mr.  Miller). 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  simply 
desire  to  state,  if  I  am  not  permitted  to 
refer  to  the  charge  as  conveyed  in  the 
hon.  gentleman's  own  words,  that  I  have 
often  seen  the  Hon.  Sir  John  Macdon- 
Ald  during  the  last  month,  but  that  I 
have  never  said  to  him  that  I  desired 
the  position  of  Minister  of  Militia,  and 
it  is  not  possible  that  I  could  have  said 
80 ;  nor  did  I  ask  him  to  make  me  the 
leader  of  the  Government  in  this  House, 
because  I  feel  that  I  am  not  capable  of 
taking  the  position,  not  being  a  member 
of  the  legal  profession.  I  give  a  distinct 
denial  to  that  statement  The  hon. 
gentleman  stated,  farther,  that  I  proffered 
my  services  to  the  Opposition.  T  simply 
here  emphatically  state  that  I  never  ap- 
Hon,  Mr,  BoUford, 


preached  a  member  of  the  Opposition. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  made  a  state- 
ment against  me  which  affects  my  honor 
as  a  gentleman  and  my  character  as  a 
public  man.  I  call  ui>on  him  now  to 
name  the  member  of  the  Opposition  who 
says  that  I  approached  him,  or  to  make 
an  humble  apology  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  for  the  charge  that  he  has  made 
against  me,  1  call  upon  him  to  name 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  that  I  ap- 
proached. 

Hon.  Sir.  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  House  will  see  at  once  that  this  is 
not  an  explanation.  It  is  going  into 
this  old  question  again.  The  hon.  Sena- 
tor does  me  an  injustice  in  saying  that  I 
stated  he  approached  the  Opposition.  In 
the  first  place,  I  was  speaking  badinage, 
and  I  stated  that  a  rumor  had  reached  me 
in  the  corridors  to  that  effect,  and  I 
mentioned  the  name  of  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  then.  I  said  it  was  stated  he 
had  approached  the  Hon.  Mr.  Macken- 
zie. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  never 
spoke  to  Mr.  Mackenzie.  I  have  not 
spoken  to  him  for  a  month. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— In 
view  of  that  statement,  I  quite  acknow- 
ledge that  the  rumors  which  reached  my 
ears  are  unfounded. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  hope 
that  in  the  future  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  not  continue  to  pursue  a  course 
leading  to  such  scenes  as  we  have  wit- 
nessed here  this  session. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
I  do  not  give  rise  to  scenes,  but  I  know 
who  does. 

The  matter  then  dropped. 


PRINCE    EDWARD  ISLAND   REFORMA- 
TORY BILL. 

THIRD     READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (99) 
"  An  Act  respecting  the  Reformatory 
for  Juvenile  Offenders  in  Prince  Edward 
Island." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 
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THE  LIBRARY  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

REPORT       OF       THB       JOIVT       COMMITTEE 

ADOPTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  moved  the  ado|>- 
tion  of  the  first  report  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  the  Library  of 
Parliament  He  said  that  the  re- 
port had  been  for  some  time  on  the 
minutes  of  the  House,  and,  no  doubt, 
almost  every  hon.  gentleman  was  aware 
of  its  contents.  There  were  three  sub- 
jects more  i>articu]arly  illuded  to  in  it. 
First,  as  to  the  advisability  of  securing 
for  deposit  in  the  Library  of  Parliament 
a  collection  of  coins  commemorative  of 
public  events  in  the  history  of  Canada, 
collected  by  a  gentleman  well  known  as 
a  special  authority  on  such  matters. 
Secondly,  certain  recommendations  in 
respect  to  the  salaries  of  the  clerks  in 
the  Library  Department ;  and,  thirdly, 
a  reference  to  the  state  of  the  Library 
account,  and  the  course  which  the  Com- 
mittee recommended  should  be  taken 
in  respect  both  to  the  present  indebted- 
ness and  the  means  to  be  adop^«d  to 
equalize,  as  far  as  possible,  the  annual 
receipts  and  expenditure.  In  regard  to 
the  first  subject — the  purchase  of  the 
coins — a  full  account  would  be  found,  in 
Appendix  A  of  the  report,  of  the  in- 
teresting and  important  nature  of  the 
collections,  as  elucidating  many  events  in 
the  early  history  of  Canada;  and  the 
Committee  renewed  the  recommenda- 
tion which  had  been  made  by  them 
last  session,  that  the  Government  should 
endeavor  to  secure  them  for  deposit  in 
the  Library.  On  the  second  point — the 
increase  of  the  salaries  of  certain  officers 
of  the  Library  staff — the  Committee 
referred  to  the  resolution  agreed  to  upon 
the  augmentation  of  the  Library  staff  in 
1876,  that  these  gentlemen  should  be 
placed  on  an  equal  footing  in  respect  to 
rank  and  emolument  with  the  ocher  de- 
partments of  the  Civil  Service,  save  only 
as  regarded  the  grade  of  entrance,  which, 
on  account  of  the  special  qualifications 
required,  had  always  been  on  a  higher 
grade  on  entering  the  Library ;  and  the 
Committee,  being  satisfied  as  to  the  very 
Satisfactory  discharge  of  their  duties  by 
the  Library  staff  and  their  thorough 
efficiency  in  all  respects,recommended  that 
they  should  come  under  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Act  of  1868,  and  be  severally  rated 
as  first  and  second  class  clerks  and 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  Campbell, 


junior  and  senior  second  class.  The- 
namee,  with  the  salaries  recommended, 
would  be  found  in  Appendix  B.  la 
connection  with  thb  part  of  the 
report,  the  Committee  also  recommended, 
for  the  reason  therein  set  forth,  the 
temporary  employment  of  Mr.  E.  S. 
Thayne  for  the  work  of  transcribing  the 
large  classified  catalogues  of  historical, 
scientific  and  miscellaneous  literature, 
nearly  worn  out,  and  which  would,  other- 
wise, have  to  be  reprinted  at  a  great 
expense.  The  last  subject  to  which  the 
report  referred  was  the  excess  of  the  ex- 
penditure in  the  purchase  of  books  for 
the  library  over  the  sum  annually  voted. 
The  matter  was  carefully  investigated  by 
a  sub-committee,  whose  report  would  be 
found  in  Appendix  D.  Tlie  Committee 
recommended  that  the  accounts  now  due 
should  be  liquidated  as  speedily  as 
possible,  and  advised  that  the  vote  of 
97,000  for  the  ensuing  fiscal  year  should 
be  applied  to  paying  off  this  indebtedness,, 
and  that  the  (Government  should  be 
requested  to  place  in  the  Estimates  an 
additional  sum  of  (3,500,  for  necessary 
purchases  for  the  year  1880-81,  and  that 
the  grant  for  1881-82  should  be  reduced 
by  the  same  amount  to  make  good  this 
advance,  and  that,  for  the  future,  care 
should  be  taken  that  the  annual  grant 
should  not  be  exceeded.  The  attention 
of  the  Committee  had  also  been  directed 
to  the  desirability  of  some  change  in 
the  mode  of  selecting  the  books  for 
purchase  for  the  library,  but  no  con- 
clusion had  been  arrived  at  It  was  felt 
by  many  hon.  gentlemen  that  there  was 
a  considerable  number  of  books  on  the 
library  shelves  which  scarcely  deserved  a 
place  there— -and  others,  again,  which  it 
was  desirable  to  have,  but  were  not  to  be 
found  there.  Different  suggestions  had 
been  made  as  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  to  confer  with  and  assist  the 
Librarian  in  his  selection,  but  nothing 
definite  had  been  arrived  at.  A  very 
general  feeling  seemed  to  prevail  that  the  ^ 
duty  might  mojt  conveniently  be  under- 
taken by  the  two  Speakers  and  some 
members  of  the  Covemment,  resident  in 
Ottawa  He  moved  the  adoption  of  the 
report,  which  had  been  already  adopted 
in  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY  said  he  did  not 
wish  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  at 
this  stage  of  the  session,  but  he  quite  con- 
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curred  in  the  remark  that  fell  from  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Allan)  that  the  Libr^y 
^as  not  equal  to  what  it  should  be  for 
the  amount  of  money  expended  on  it. 
He  (Mr.  Penny)  haid  put  himself  in  com- 
munication with  the  gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  some  few  days  ago,  and  had 
found  that  gentleman's  ideas  to  be  very 
much  like  his  own.  There  was  no  doubt 
the  selection  of  books  was  very  much  a 
question  of  taste.  One  man  thought  one 
kind  of  book  would  be  desirable  in  the 
Library,  and  another  man  thought  an- 
other would  be  better.  So  it  was  very 
difficult  to  satisfy  every  person.  But 
there  were  two  or  three  classes  of  books 
on  the  shelves  of  the  Library  which 
appeared  to  him  considerably  in  excess 
of  the  requirements.  He  «poke  of  what 
he  would  call  pietistic  works,  or  works 
of  devotion.  He  had  no  objection  to 
such  theological  works  as  were  standards, 
such  as  the  Summa  of  St.  Thomas,  or 
Hooker's  Ecclesiastical  Polity.  They 
ought  to  be  there,  but  there  were  a 
number  of  books  of  mere  devotion,  which, 
it  seemed  to  him,  were  not  fit  for  a  public 
library  of  any  kind.  Besides  this,  they 
had  books  of  travel,  very  ephemeral  works, 
it  seemed  to  him,  in  considerable  numbers. 
Then,  on  the  other  hand,  matters  of  his- 
tory, which  would  seem  to  be  the  standard 
works  of  such  a  library,  next  to  books  of 
reference,  of  course,  were  not  numerous 
enough.  How  that  was  to  be  remedied 
it  was  difficult  to  suggest,  and  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee,  he  found,  perceived 
the  same  difficulty  as  himself ;  but  ho 
thought  that,  during  the  session,  the 
Committee  itself  should  select  a  number 
of  books  from  those  thought  desirable  by 
members  of  both  Houses,  to  be  purchased 
at  once.  Then,  a  certain  amount  of  money 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  Libi*arian 
from  one  session  to  another,  to  enable 
him  to  procure  new  and  important  publi- 
cations which  came  out  in  that  period. 
Parliament  might,  perhaps,  set  apart 
$1,000  out  of  the  $7,000  appropriation 
for  the  Librarian  to  expend  in  this  way, 
and  the  balance  might  well  be  disposed 
of  by  the  Committee.  They  would  then, 
probably,  procure  books  more  suitable  to 
the  wants  of  our  Library,  and  of  mor<» 
general  intei'est  to  the  men  engaged  in 
legislating  for  the  country,  than  those 
which  crowded  the  shelves  of  the  Library 
at  present. 

Eon.  Mr,  Penny. 


Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  that,  though 
it  was  a  very  late  period  of  the  session, 
he  thought  the  time  of  the  House  might 
well  be  occupied  on  this  important  sub- 
ject, especially  when  they  saw  that  the 
report  of  the  Librarian,  presented  in  the 
early  days  of  the  session,  recom- 
mended that  there  should  be  an  en- 
largementof  the  Library.  It  was  a  very 
serious  subject,  and  he  regretted  that  the 
Committee  had  commenced  their  labors 
in  this  direction  by  suggesting  an  increeise 
of  some  $550  a  year  in  the  salaries  of 
officials  of  that  department.  He  did  not, 
however,  intend  to  enter  upon  that  point, 
because  there  were  two  important  points 
in  the  report  which  hon.  gentlemen  might 
find  at  length  in  the  proceedings  of  Friday 
the  1 6th  April  last.  The  first  thing  that 
struck  him  in  reading  that  report — and 
it  was  strange  that  it  was  never  found 
out  by  the  Committee  before,  and 
he  thought  the  present  Committee 
deserved  credit  for  the  discovery — 
was  that,  for  a  series  of  years,  there 
had  beeni  an  over-expenditure  in  this 
branch  of  the  public  service.  That  had 
culminated  now  in  an  amount  which  his 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Allan)  had  stated  ap- 
proached very  nearly  the  whole  grant  for 
the  year.  He  found  l^at  it  was  put 
very  tersely  by  the-  Librarian  himself,  in 
his  report,  when  he  said  : — 

<<  This  evil  has,  at  length,  assmned  such  a 
magnitude  that,  at  the  present  time,  the  ac- 
counts due  to  our  book  agents  abroad  amount 
to  $^,988.92,  while  the  cash  balance  on  hand 
is  only  $52.55."^ 

He  (Mr.  Dickey)  was  not  at  all  sur- 
prised that  the  Librarian  added  :  — 

"  That,  notwithstanding  the  explanation  he 
has  offered,  which  may  pwiily  account  for  this 
great  deficiency,  he  cannot  hold  himself  free 
from  blame  in  tibtis  matter,  and  trusts  that  he 
may  be  more  successful  in  future  in  maintain- 
ing a  proper  equilibrium  between  income  and 
expenditure." 

When  the  House  came  to  know  the 
mode  in  which  this  expenditure  was- 
made,  they  would  not  be  at  all  surprised 
that  neither  Mr.  Todd  nor  the  Committee 
seemed  to  have  known  before  this  session 
the  state  of  things  before  them.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  Librarian  was  in  the 
habit  of  forwarding  to  the  different  pub- 
lisher of  London,  Paris  and  the  United 
States,  orders  to  send  on  books,  allowing 
them  to  send  what  books  they  pleased, 
in   addition   to   certain   books  specially 
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ordered.  In  the  first  place,  this  would 
Aocoant  for  the  oyer-expenditure,  and,  in 
the  second  place,  it  would  account,  to  a 
considerable  extent,  for  the  character  of 
the  books  that  were  received — what,  he 
called  literary  rubbish— which  encumbered 
their  shelves  year  by  year.  He  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  examine  one  of  the 
Library  catalogues,  and  he  was  safe  in 
saying  that  every  tenth  book  could  be 
I  struck  out  without  disadvantage  to  the 
Library.  It  was  found  that,  in  the  short 
space  of  ten  years,  the  number  of  volumes 
had  grown  from  60,000  to  nearly  100,000. 
It  was  no  wonder  that  the  Librarian 
had  no  remedy  to  suggest  except  an 
enlargement  of  the  Library.  He  (Mr. 
Dickey)  suggested  that  the  remedy 
should  be  to  diminish  the  number  of 
books  ;  to  make  use  of  the  pruning 
knife  in  the  catalogue,  and  he  ventured  to 
pledge  his  reputation  that  at  least  one 
book  in  every  ten  in  the  Library  would 
be  found  utterly  useless,  and  that  the  list 
could  be  reduced  by  10,000  volumes.  It 
might  be  said  :  what  would  beVione  with 
these  rejected  books  ?  Presents  of  them 
might  be  made  to  circulating  libraries 
through  the  country  ;  they  might  amuse 
country  people,  and  do  some  good  in  that 
way,  or  they  could  be  sold.  He  was  of 
opinion,  with  all  submission  to  his  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Allan),  that,  although  the 
Committee  had  done  good  service  this 
session,  they  had  n«t  struck  at  the  root 
of  this  evil,  and  they  ought  to  have  been 
prepared  to  make  some  suggestion  as  to 
how  this  evil  should  W  best  dealt  with ; 
whether  it  should  be  done  in  one  of 
those  two  ways,  or  whether  books  should 
be  given  away  to  anyone  who  would  take 
them.  In  any  case,  the  Library  ought  to 
be  relieved  of  this  accumulation,  which  he 
felt  himself  justified  in  calling  literary 
rubbish.  The  only  suggestion  the  Com- 
mittee had  made  on  that  point  was 
this  : — 

"They  would  fiirther  suggest  that,  here- 
after, a  proper  sjstem  for  the  selection  or 
-ordering  of  books,  and  of  keeping  and  auditing 
the  accounts,  should  be  established,  whereby 
the  annual  receipts  and  expenditure  would, 
as  fitf  as  possible,  be  equalized." 

He  was  not  at  all  surprised  that  there 
was  a  suggestion  that  there  should  be 
something  like  an  effectual  audit  of  the 
accounts.  The  statement  that  had  been 
presented  to  the  House,  for  the  first  time 
for  several  years,  shewed  the  deficiency 
Hon.  Mr,  Dickey, 


he  had  pointed  out.  He  wouldlike  the 
Committee  to  state  what  system  was  to 
be  substituted  for  this  loose  mode  of 
selecting  books.  Surely  some  plan  could 
be  devised,  similar  to  that  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Alma  (Mr. 
Penny),  that,  instead  of  sending  orders 
out  to  publishers,  as  a  shoddy  man  might 
do  for  $10,000  worth  of  furniture  for  his 
house,  the  Committee  could  take  the 
publishers'  lists  and  make  the  neces- 
sary selections,  or  a  committee 
of  selection  might  be  appointed 
to  act  with  the  Librarian  in  Ottawa.  It 
had  been  said,  on  a  former  occasion,  that 
a  sub-committee  had  been  appointed  for 
that  purpose,  but  they  lived  in  To- 
ronto, and  had  not  been  in  personal  com- 
munication with  the  Librarian.  Although 
they  had  done  good  service,  still  they  had 
not  hdd  the  same  advantage  a  committee 
would  have  if  living  on  the  spot.  The 
difficulty  might  be  met  in  this  way  : 
authority  might  be  given  to  the  Speakers 
of  the  two  Houses  to  supervise  the  lists  ; 
or  two  Ministers,  residents  of  Ottawa, 
and  who  are  the  guardians  of  the  public 
purse,  might  spend  an  hour  or  two,  occa- 
sionally, in  checking  off  the  lists  of  books 
considered  desirable  for  selection.  We 
shoufd  not  allow  matters  to  proceed  in  the 
present  irregular  groove :  the  Librarian 
ordering  such  books  as  he  chose,  and, 
still  worse,  allowing  the  publishers  to 
transmit  such  books  as  might  not  be  of  any 
use  to  Parliament,  but  the  sale  of  which 
might  be  profitable  to  themselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  was  quite 
sure  that,  if  the  hon.  member  from  Am- 
herst had  been  a  member  of  the  Library 
Committee,  and  had  known  the  trouble 
which  that  Committee  had  taken  to  pre- 
vent the  evils  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
he  would  never  have  addressed  those  ob- 
servations to  the  House.  The  Committee 
had  had  this  question  under  discussion, 
session  after  session,  for  the  last  three  or 
four  years,  as  some  of  the  works  in  the 
Library  did  not  appear  to  some  members 
of  Parliament  to  be  well  selected,  and 
that,  perhaps,  all  the  money  had  not  been 
wisely  expended.  They  had  endeavored 
to  d^  with  this  subject  to  the  best  of 
their  judgment,  though  the  remarks 
which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
really  implied  that  the  present  Librarian, 
Mr.  Todd,  a  gentleman  of  large  experience, 
and  who  took  almost  a  deeper  interest  in 
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the  Library  than  in  his  own  private 
affairs,  was  wholly  indifferent  as  to  the 
selection  of  the  books.  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman wonld  take  the  trouble  of  attend- 
ing the  meetings  of  the  Library  CJom- 
mittee,  he  would  have  been  aware  of  the 
efforts  that  Mr.  Todd  had  made,  and 
that  he  was  most  anxious  to  have  such  a 
selection  of  books  as  would  give  satisfac- 
tion to  all  the  members  of  Parliament 
and  to  the  country.  The  hon.  Senator 
labored  entirely  under  a  delusion  when 
•he  supposed  that  general  orders  were 
«ent  to  the  publishers  to  select, 
4iccording  to  their  own  judgment  and 
view,  the  new  works,  in  the  same  man- 
ner that  one  would  send  an  order  to  a 
furniture  dealer.  The  Librarian  asserted 
that  members  of  Parliament  frequently 
suggested  the  names  of  new  workis,  and, 
he  asked,  who  had  a  better  right  to 
do  so  t  French  members  requested  that 
French  works  should  be  selected  from 
modem  literature.  These  members  re- 
presented a  large  and  important  Province 
of  the  Dominion,  and  they  had  every 
right  to  ask  that  French  literature  should 
be  represented  in  the  Library  as  well  as 
English.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Alma  (Mr.  Penny) 
that  there  had  been  some  books 
purchased  of  a  less  useful  character, 
and  he  thought  that  his  (Mr.  Penn/s) 
suggestion  was  a  very  wise  one,  and  that 
it  would  be  well  if  the  Librarian  of 
Parliament  were,  during  recess,  to  make 
a  complete  list  of  all  the  books  proposed 
to  be  bought,  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Library  Committee,  who  could  make  a 
selection  from  the  same.  It  was  not 
likely  that  the  Speakers  of  the  two 
Houses  would  take  a  deeper  interest  in 
this  subject  than  the  members  composing 
the   Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  ODELL  said  there  was  no 
doubt  that  general  orders  had  been  given 
t^  certain  publishers  to  send  on  new 
publications  to  the  Library.  Such  an 
order  existed  in  regard  to  French  and 
English  law  books,  as  well  as  others,  and 
a  great  many  publications  were  obtained 
in  that  way  that  were  not  required  at  all. 
Theretbre,  to  that  extent,  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  member  from  Amherst  was 
correct.  It  was  true  that  this  question 
of  the  selection  of  volumes  was  over  and 
over  again  discussed  in  the  Committee, 
■but  no  conclusion  had  been  arrived  at. 
Hon  Mr.  Alexander, 


It  was  very  important  that  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed  to  supervise  the  list 
of  importations  and  prevent  the  crowding 
of  the  shelves.     He,  in  connection  with 
a  member  of  the  Commons,  had  been  ap- 
pointed  a  sub-committee  of  the   Joint 
Libraiy  Committee,  to  audit  the  accounts 
of  that  department,  last  session,  and  he 
desired  to  offer  a  few  remarks  in  regard 
thereto,   in  order  that  hon.  gentlemen 
might     understand      how     the     matter 
stood.     There  had  been  laid  before  this 
sub-committee  a  certain  number  of  ac- 
counts and  cheques,  which,  it  was  found, 
corresponded,  and,  apparently,  the  expen- 
diture was  within  a  fraction  of  the  whole 
grant  of  the  session,  leaving  a  balance  of 
$55.50   in   favor  of  the  libraiy.     The 
Committee  was,  therefore,  led  to  suppose 
that  their  work  was  over.     They  did  not 
go  beyond  what  was  submitted  to  them, 
and  they  took  it  for  granted   that   the 
previous  a«dit  had  been  a  correct  one. 
Thus,  apparently,  the  accounts   seemed 
to  be  in  a  very  satisfactory  state  ;  but, 
on  further  investigation,   the  Committee 
found  that  it  did  not,  in  reality,   repre- 
sent their  true  state,  as  they   discovered 
that  there   were  bills   to  a  very  large 
amount   remaining  unpaid.      They  also 
found,  on  looking  back  to  the   previous 
audit  reports  since  Confederation,  that, 
while  the  amounts  of  the  several  annual 
appropriations  appeared  to  have  been  ac- 
counted for,'  no  proper  debit  and  credit 
accounts  had  been  kept  shewing  the  actual 
state  of  the  account  at  each  audit,  includ- 
ing the  amount  of  unpaid  bills  to  that  date. 
Extra  amounts  had  been    occasionally 
applied   for   by  the  Librarian,  varying 
from   $1,000  to  $3,000  ;  thus,  on  some 
occasions,  there  had  been,  in  fact,  $10,000 
instead  of  #7,000  granted  for  the  Library 
to  tide  over  those  unpaid  bills.     There 
had  been  no  proper  audit  of  the  Library 
accounts  from  Confederation    up  to  the 
present  day.     The  House  would  see,  by 
the  report,   that  this  over-indebtedness 
had  thus  gone  on  increasing  from  year  to 
year,  greatly  reducing  the  amount  avail- 
able for  the  payment  of  current  importa- 
tions, which  did  not  appear  to  have  been 
reduced  in  proportion,  until  the  amount 
had  assumed  such  magnitude  that,  to  pay 
off  existing  liabilities,  would  absorb  the 
whole  of  the  sum  proposed  to  be  appro- 
priated for  this  current  year.     The  over- 
due accounts,  as  submitted   to  the  Com- 
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mittee,  amounted  tothoHum  of  $6,988.92 
against  the  amount  placed  in  the  Esti- 
mates of  $7,000.  When  this  was  brought 
before  the  Joint  Committee,  the  question 
arose,  how  the  difficulty  was  to  be  got 
over  for  the  present  session,  and  it  was 
finally  agreed  to  recommend  that  an 
additional  sum  of  $3,500  should  be  asked 
for  this  session,  and  a  like  sum  for  next 
session,  reducing  the  expenditure  for  the 
Library  for  these  two  years  to  $7,000 
altogether,  and  applying  the  whole 
grant  of  this  year  to  wipe  off 
arrears.  By  this  means,  the  orer- 
due  amounts  would  be  paid  off,  and 
the  accounts  of  receipts  and  expenditure 
properly  adjusted.  It  was  farther  sug- 
gested, instead  of  allowing  books  to  be 
injported  in  the  loose  manner  that 
had  heretofore  obtained,  that  a  oom- 
committee  should  be  appointed  to  super- 
intend the  selection,  and  he  thoufi;ht  it 
was  highly  desirable  that,  before  the 
close  of  the  session,  something  should  be 
done  in  that  direction.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  duty  should  properly  de- 
yolve  upon  some  of  the  members  of  the 
Government  who  were  at  the  seat  of 
Government  during  the  recess  to  decide 
what  books  should  be  imported  in  the 
future.  This,  of  course,  required  joint 
action,  as,  individually,  this  House  had 
no  jurisdiction  in  the  matter  without 
consulting  ^e  other  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  said  he  heartily 
sympathized  with  all  that  had  been  said 
by  the  hon.  gentlemen  from  Alma  and 
Amherst  as  to  the  selection  of  books,  as 
it  was  a  matter  ia  which  he  had  himself 
moved  on  two  or  three  occasions  in  the 
Committee ;  but  it  was  only  right  that 
justice  should  be  done  to  the  Librarian. 
He  thought  the  hon«  gentleman  from 
Amherst  had  stated  the  case  rather  too 
broadly  in  saying  that  a  general  order 
was  sent  to  the  publishers  without  any 
limitation  whatever. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  that  the 
Librarian  had  no  doubt  ordered  some 
special  books,  but  he  thought  that  the 
general  practice  was  the  other  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  thought  the  prac- 
tice was  quite  exactly  the  other  way; 
that  the  Librarian  sent  only  a  general 
order  for  books  of  special  interest  just 
published ;  that  such  orders  were  rather 
Hon.  Mr.  OdelL 


the  exception,  and  that,  as  a  rule,  it  would 
1)0  found  that  the  books  were  named  in. 
the  order.  He  did  not  like  to  contra- 
dict hb  hon.  friend  until  he  had  re- 
ceived a  memorandum  fi*om  Mr.  Todd, 
because  when  this  matter  had  been 
discussed  in  the  Committee,  he 
(Mr.  Allen)  had  referred  to  new 
works  found  in  Mr.  Todd's  room,  and  in 
reference  to  which  that  gentleman  had 
explained  that  they  had  been  ordered  in 
this  special  way.  With  regard  to  the 
large  percentage  of  literary  rubbish 
which  the  hon.  Senator  from  Am- 
herst asserted  was  to  be  found  on  the 
Library  shelves.  Le  thought  his  hon. 
friend  a  little  in  excess,  and  he  (Mr. 
Allan)  thought  it  would  be  very  unsafe, 
in  forming  such  an  estimate,  to  judge 
only  from  the  catalogued,  instead*  of 
examining  the  books  themselves,  as 
the  catalogues  would  not  always 
convey  a  correct  id4a  of  the  nature 
of  the  publications. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  life  was  too 
short  for  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  said  that,  for  in- 
stance, many  of  the  publications  men- 
tioned in  the  catalogues  were  pamphlets 
sent  to  the  Library  without  charge  ; 
others  cost  a  mere  trifle,  and  were 
placed  there  because  they  happened  to 
refer  to  current  events,  or  matters  con- 
nected with  the  political  history,  or 
trade,  or  business  of  the  country,  and  it 
was  thought  right  that  they  should  be 
placed  on  record  in  the  Library.  He 
had  no  doubt  there  were  many  trashy 
works  of  fiction,  many  were  ephemeral 
books  of  travel,  of  no  great  value  or  in- 
terest, and  that  there  was,  perhaps,  a 
lack  of  some  works  upon  natural  sciences, 
and  on  other  subjects,  which  would  be 
very  valuable  as  books  of  reference. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  thought  there- 
were  too  many  books  of  religious  contro- 
vei  sy. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  admitted  that 
there  wei*e,  perhaps,  many  books  of  that 
kind  that  might  be  dispensed  with  ;  but 
it  would  be  very  unfair  to  the  Librarian 
to  assert  that  anything  like  10,000 
volumes  of  literary  rubbish,  as  asserted 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst, 
could  be  found  in  the  Library.  Hon. 
gentlemen  should  also  bear  in  mind,  in 
criticising  the  selection    of  books,  that;. 
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there    were    books    on     some    subjects 
which     might      be      full     of     interest 
for      one      class       of       readers,      but 
might    possess    very    little   interest  for 
others.     Many  works  on  natural  science, 
for  instance,  would  possess  no  interest 
for  persons   who  might   be  students  of 
history — ^but  who  cared  little  for  natural 
science — and  so  with  other  subjects,  and 
yet  it  was  very  desirable  that  in  a  public 
library  all  these   subjects  should  be  em- 
braced.    Again,  he  did  not  think  that 
the  Librarian  could  rely  very  much  upon 
suggestions  from  members  generally,  for 
what  was  everybody's  business  was  no- 
body's business,  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  most  feasible  plan,  ic  there  was 
.any  committee  to  be  appointed  to  assist 
the  Librarian,  would  be  to  appoint  gen- 
tlemen connected  with  the  Government, 
residing    here, — some  members    of  the 
•Government,    and    the    two    Speakers, 
for    instance.     Hon.    gentlemen,    how- 
ever,    should      remember     that     they 
must      ensure      that      whoever      was 
appointed  on  such  a  committee  must  be 
possessed    of  the  necessary    knowledge 
and  literary  taste   and  interest  in   such 
subjects,  really  to  be  of  any  use  or  assist- 
ance to  the  Librarian.     With  regard  to 
the  financial  position  of  the  Libi*ary,  he 
might  state  that,  on  looking  back  to  pre- 
vious audits  since  Confederation,  former 
sub-committees  were    in    the    habit    of 
simply    examining    the    accounts     and 
vouchers  for  the  year,  without  inquiring 
beyond  them.     He  did  not  think  there 
need  be  the  least  alarm  that  that  system 
would  be  continued  in  the  future,  and 
the  Committee  were  under  great  obliga- 
tions to  the  gentlemen  of  the  sub-com- 
mittee of  this  year,  for  the  full  state- 
ment   contained  in  Appendix   D,    and 
which  was  the  means  of  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the   General  Committee  to  the 
subject.     There  had  been  a  strong  ex- 
pression of  opinion  in  the  committee  that 
this  practice  would  not  be  tolerated  any 
further. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  said   that 
he  had  received  a  written  statement  from 
Mr.  Todd  himself  to  the  effect  that  the 
works  which  were  bought  were  chiefly 
selected    by  him  at  the  suggestion   of 
members  of  Parliament ;  Uiat  he  sends 
.  a  list  home  to  the  booksellei*s,   with  in- 
structions to  supply  the  books  named  and, 
.  if,  in  addition  to  them,  there  should  be  a 
Hon.  Mr.  Allan. 


few  works  of  great  public  interest  that 
the  Dominion  should  have,  to  send  them  ' 
also. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  the 
statement  made  by  the  Librarian  might 
be  quite  correct,  but  the  question  arose  : 
did  the  booksellei*s  at  home  abuse  the 
latitude  allowed  them  1  If  they  did,  the 
whole  charge  was  borne  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD  said  that  the 
difficulty  arose  from  the  variety  of  tastes 
of  the  206  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  the  77  members  of  the 
Senate.  It  was  most  difficult  not  to 
order  the  books  suggested  by  members  of 
Parliament  who  had  a  voice  in  appro- 
priating the  money  to  purchase  tJiem. 
Objection  had  been  made  to  works  of 
fiction  and  other  light  literature,  but 
they  were  often  serviceable  in  relieving 
the  tedium  of  reading  blue  books. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  much  ground  for  com- 
plaint, and  he  believed  that  our  Libnoy 
would  compare  favorably  with  other 
public  libraries  of  equal  extent  in  other 
parts  of  the  world.  The  only  way  to 
improve  matters  was  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee to  assist  the  Librarian.  The  diffi- 
culty in  that  case  would  be,  that  the 
Committee  would  have  to  consist,  exclu- 
sively of  members  residing  at  or  near  the 
capital. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  said  that  com- 
plaint had  been  made  that  too  large  a 
proportion  of  law  books  had  been  ordered, 
but  it  should  be  remembered  that  the 
principal  business  of  Parliament  was 
framing  l^islation,  and  the  law  library, 
therefore,  could  never  be  too  complete. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  many  leading  works 
which  could  be  found  in  the  private 
libraries  of  lawyers  in  Montreal  were 
not  included  in  the  catalogue  of  the  Par- 
liamentary Library.  In  his  opinion,  it 
was  the  first  department  which  should  be 
completed.  The  same  remarks  applied  to 
works  on  political  economy.  For  instance 
the  work  by  Mr.  Le  Ploy,  the  most  im- 
portant on  the  subject  of  political 
economy,  from  a  social  point  of  view, 
published  in  this  age,  as  explaining  the 
institutions  of  England  and  most  of  the 
States  of  Europe,  was  not  to  be  found  in 
our  Library.  Now,  as  to  what  was 
called  "  rubbish  literature,"  he  did  not 
concur  in  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Sena- 
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tor  from  Amherst,  that  it  should  be 
scattered  over  the  country,  nor  did  he 
say  that  it  should  all  remain  in  the 
Library.  There  were  many  such  books 
which  should  be  got  rid  of.  Those  books 
were  either  good  or  bad.  If  good,  he 
did  not  see  any  reason  why  they  should 
not  form  part  of  the  Library,  as  they 
should  endeavor  to  make  their  great 
national  Library  as  complete  as  possible ; 
and,  if  they  were  bad,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Amherst  would  admit  that 
they  should  not  be  scattered  over  the 
country.  It  was  a  misfortune  that  very 
large  sums  had  been  spent  to  buy  those 
pernicious  works,  which  should  not  have 
access  into  a  Christian  community.  Such 
works,  instead  of  being  scattered  amongst 
the  people,  should  be  burned.  Ab  to  Uie 
novels,  not  bad  in  themselves,  they  were 
only  for  amusement,  and,  as  their  means 
did  not  permit  them  to  buy  all,  they  should 
give  preference  to  the  most  necessary  or 
useful  While  on  this  question,  he  would 
take  the  liberty  to  allude  to  a  painful 
subject,  but,  at  the  same  time,  one  that 
he  could  not  altogether  ignore.  He 
alluded  to  the  fact  that  a  book,  written 
by  a  public  officer,  and  aided  out  of  the 
public  treasury  to  the  extent  of  about 
$2,500,  if  he  was  well  informed,  con- 
tained insulting  references  to  the  church 
to  which  he  (Mr.  Trudel)  belonged. 

Hon.   Mr.   DICKEY— What  is   the 
name  of  the  book  1 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  said  that  it  was 
the  last  work  issued  by  Mr.  Todd,  the 
Librarian.  He  thought  it  his  duty  to 
call  attention  to  the  matter  to  prevent  a 
repetition  of  the  insult  He  did  not 
blame  the  Government  for  having  pur- 
chased copies  of  that  work  for  distribu- 
tion among  the  representatives  of  the 
people,  because  books  on  such  subjects  as 
constitutional  matters  could  not  be  too 
much  encouraged,  and  they  could  not 
have  gone  over  it  to  examine  its  con- 
tents critically.  He  was  sure  that  if 
they  had  done  so  it  would  not  have  met 
wilii  their  approval  It  was  a  gratuitous 
insult  to  those  who  professed  the  Catho- 
lic faith,  and  a  striking  illustration  of 
stupidity.  It  disclosed  such  an  ignor- 
ance upon  that  subject  that,  he  would 
venture  to  say,  no  man  of  learning  or  in- 
telligence, either  in  England  or  here, 
would  endorse  the  passages  alluded  to. 
Hon.  Mr.  TrudO. 


The  same  work  contained  inexcusably 
incorrect  statements  on  contemporaneous- 
history.  For  instance,  the  writer  stated 
that,  since  Confederation,  there  had  been 
but  two  Ministers  of  the  Crown  in  the 
Senate.  Every  hon.  gentleman  knew 
that,  for  the  greater  part  of  the  time, 
there  had  been  not  less  than  four.  It- 
was  a  pity  that  the  work  should  be 
written  in  such  a  loose  way,  and 
lamentable  that  it  should  contain  such 
insults  to  those  who  professed  the  Catho- 
lic fiuth,  which  was  more  than  one-third 
of  the  whole  Canadian  population. 
•  Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  confessed  that  he 
was  startled  at  this  statement.  He 
would  scarcely  have  believed  it  possible 
that  Mr.  Todd  could  infringe  on  the 
religions  prejudices  of  any  part  of  this 
community.  The  book  was  one  on  con- 
stitutional government,  and,  when  it  had 
been  first  suggested  to  the  Committee^ 
that  Mr.  Todd  should  write  a  book,  his 
programme  was  laid  before  them,,  and 
they  recommended  that  each  member  of 
Parliament  should  be  furnished  with  a 
copy  of  it  It  seemed  right  to  encourage 
such  a  work.  He  (Mr.  Scott)  would,  of 
course,  look  with  some  interest  and 
curiosity  at  the  particular  paragraph  in 
question.  With  r^ard  to  the  purchase 
of  law  books,  the  Committee  felt  t^at  a 
number  had,  no  doubt,  been  added  to  the 
Library  of  the  Supreme  Court  which 
might  have  been  left  unpurchased.  An 
excess  of  American  books  particalariy 
was  marked.  It  was  decided,  however,^ 
that,  in  future,  with  reference  to  such 
works,  the  library  should  exchange 
with  other  libraries,  from  time  to  time. 
It  was  admitted  that  t^e  Library  at 
Toronto  was  an  extremely  perfect  one. 
It  was  managed  by  gentlemen  of  higk 
culture,  and  it  was  rarely  an  unnecessary 
book  was  purchased  for  it  He  thought^ 
therefore,  that  the  evil  to  which  refer- 
ence had  been  made  would  be  mitigated 
in  the  future.  With  regard  to  the 
trashy "  books  to  which  roferenoe  had 
been  made,  it  would  be  found  diffioult  to^ 
apply  the  pruning  knife.  Take  any  half- 
doien  members  of  either  House,  and  ask 
them  what  books  they  would  omit  from 
the  lists,  and  it  would  be  found  that 
they  would  agree  on  very  few.  While 
he  r^^rded  the  Library  as  being  far 
from  perfect,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
share  in  the  wholesale  denunciation  of  tho 
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books  that  he  had  heard.     He  doubted  if 
an  equal  number  of  booka  would  be  ftund 
in  any  other  library  ao  well  selected.     It 
must  be  remembered  that  a  great  number 
of  the  books  to  which  reference  had  been 
made  cost   the  country  nothing.     Very 
large  donations  were  made  from  year  to 
year.      They  exchanged   with  the  Colo- 
nies, with  the  United  States,  and  other 
nations  of  the  civilized    world,    which 
sent     their    books    and    contributions, 
just    as    this    Parliament    sent     them 
Canadian  blue  books    and    the    works 
of   native   authors.      The    very    books 
pointed  to  as  exceptional  and  not  worthy 
of  a  place  in  the  Library  were  really 
works  which  cost  the  country  nothing, 
and,  therefore,  these  restrictions  must  be 
taken  cum  grano  salts.      Instead  of  ex- 
pending $7,000  next  year,  and  the  fol- 
lowing year,  there  would  only  be  $3,500, 
and,  no  doubt,  hon  gentlemen  would  be 
complaining  of  the  scarcity  of  works  in 
the  Library,  and  that  it  did  not  keep  pace 
with  the   literature    of   the  age.      He 
thought,  however,  himself,  that  it  was  a 
perfectly  wise  sugg^tion  to  pay  the  debt 
on  the  Library  by  taking  a  portion  of  the 
appropriations  for  the  next  two  years. 
One  fiact  he  should  like  to  refer  to  was 
the  purchase  of  the  collection  of  coins  and 
medals,  which  seemed  to  have  been  over- 
looked in  the  discussion  on  this  subject 
The  Committee  recommend  that  the  €k>v- 
emment  be  induced  to  purchase  this  col- 
lection, and  he  assumed,  from  the  absence 
of  any  contrary  expression   of  opinien^ 
that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  House  that 
the  Qovemment  should  do  so.     He  (Mr. 
Scott)  thought  it  was  a  very  valuable 
collection,  and  the  recommendation  oame 
appropriately  this  year,  as,  for  two  years 
to  oome,  the  Library  appropriation  would 
be  out  down  one-half.     Some  hon.  gentle- 
men had  found  fault  with  the  recommend- 
ation to  increase  the  salaries  of  the  clerks 
in  the  Library,  but  he  was  sure  that  they 
would  withdraw  their  hostile. criticisms 
when  they  understood  the  facts.     The 
junior  clerks  who  had  been  appointed  in 
1876  had  been  given  a  salary  much  b&- 
low  their  capacity.     At  that  time,  it  was 
supposed    that    the  Civil    Service   Act 
did    not    apply    to   the     Library    offi- 
cials.    When  the  vacancy  occurred   im 
the  position  of  head  clerk,  the  Govern- 
ment appointed  a  gentleman  who  had 
previously  held  no  position  in  the  Library. 
Hon.  Mr.  ScoU. 


He  (Mr.  Scott)  did  not  challenge  the 
right  of  the  Covemment  to  make  that 
appointment ;  but  the  rule  that  had 
heretofore  prevailed  in  all  the  depart- 
ments was  that,  where  a  clerk  shewed 
proficiency,  he  was  promoted.  By  uni- 
versal concensus  of  opinion,  it  had  been 
considered  that  the  Civil  Service  Act  did 
not  apply  to  the  Library  officials,  though 
Mr.  Todd  ranked  as  a  deputy  head. 
Clerks  in  the  Civil  Service,  if  they  con- 
ducted themselves  to  the  satisfaction  of 
their  superiors,  were  entitled  to  an 
annual  increase  of  their  salaries  of  $50 
each,  but  the  clerks  in  the  Library  had 
received  no  mich  increase.  Those 
gentlemen,  of  considerable  attainments, 
who  had  been  appointed  in  1876,  would 
have  been  entitled  to  $1,000  a  year,  but 
they  had  not  received  it  because  it  was 
supposed  that  the  Civil  Service  Act  did 
not  apply  tm  them.  When  the  subject 
was  brought  before  the  Committee,  it  waa 
decided  to  have  a  system  of  promotion, 
and  that  the  Library  officials  should  be 
graded  as  first  and  second  class  clerks. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— Have  they  been 
paying  into  the  etoperannuation  fund  1 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT  said  no.  That  was 
an  anomaly  to  which  he  would  advert, 
as  his  attention  had  been  called  to  it. 
The  salaries  recommended  were  such  as 
they  would  have  been  entitled  to  had 
they  been  in  any  other  branch  of  the  Civil 
Service.  It  was  somewhat  paradoxical 
to  answer  the  question  of  the  hon.  th» 
Secretary  of  State  that  an  amount  had 
been  contributed  to  the  superannuation 
fund  for  those  clerks. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— How) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  that  it  had 
been  paid  out  of  the  contingenciea 
of  this  and  the  other  House — a 
very  extraordinary  condition  ef  things. 
Nobody  seemed  to  have  known  it,  and 
nobody  knew  how  long  it  had  been 
going  on,  but  that  had  been  the  state  of 
affairs  for  a  considerable  number  of  years. 
Some  $300  appeared  in  the  contingencies 
of  the  House  every  year  as  a  rebate,  and 
that  amount  went  into  the  superannuation 
fund  as  the  Senate's  proportion  for  the 
clerks  of  this  House  and  of  the  Library. 
He  thought  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment  ought  to  be  called  to  this  matcer, 
and  that  the  clerks  of  the  Senate,  House 
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of  Commons  and  Library  should  be  paid 
on  the  same  footing  as  the  Civil  Service, 
and,  while  they  received  the  advantage  of 
the  Civil  Service  Act,  there  should,  of 
course,  be  deductions  made  in  the  same 
way  for  the  superannuation  fund. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
the  attention  of  the  Government  had 
been  drawn  to  that,  and  that  was  the 
plan  that  would  be  followed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  he  was  glad  to 
hear  it.  Before  he  sat  down,  he  wished 
to  say  that  his  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Trudel) 
had  called  his  attention  to  the  paragraph 
in  Mr.  Todd*s  work  of  which  he  has 
complained.  It  was  certainly  most  ob- 
jectionable, and  he  protested  against  a 
work  in  which  the  "  Romish  Church  and 
Romish  Priests"  were  referred  to.  It 
was  an  extremely  improper  paragraph, 
and  if  there  was  bo  be  a  second  edition, 
he  hoped  the  objectionable  paragraph 
would  be  omitted.  Had  he  seen  it,  he 
would  have  refused  his  sanction  to  the 
appropriation  of  §2,500. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  said  that,  with 
his  imperfect  knowledge  of  English,  he 
t^ould  have  hesitated  in  construing  the 
])assages  referred  to  as  ke  had  done 
if  his  attention  had  not  been  called  to 
them  by  a  renrark  in  an  English  review  of 
this  very  book,  in  which  the  writer 
stated  it  was  very  strange,  that,  in  such 
a  country  as  Canada,  such  a  statement 
should  be  made  by  a  public  officer.  It 
was  with  the  utmost  reluctance  that  he 
(Mr.  Trudel)  alluded  to  such  things, 
because  he  felt  that,  in  a  mixed  commu- 
nity like  ours,  the  less  that  was  said  on 
such  subjects  the  better.  On  the  other 
hand,  it  might  be  construed  into  cow- 
ardice on  the  part  of  the  Catholics,  if 
they  did  not  call  attention  to  the  mat- 
ter. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  his  ob- 
jection to  going  further  on  the  subject 
at  the  present  time  was  in  order  that  the 
hon.  Senator  (Mr.  Trudel)  might  advise 
with  some^f  his  friends  in  the  House, 
and  adopt  some  course,  if  they  considered 
it  necessary  to  take  further  action  in  the 
matter. 

TWELFTH  REPORT  OF  THE  JOINT 
COMMITTEE  ON    PRINTING. 

BEFERRED   BACK   TO   COMMITTEE. 

The  Order  of  the   Day  having   been 
called  for  consideration  of   the  twelfth 
Hon,  Mr.  Scott. 


report    of     the    Joint     Committee    on 
Printing, 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  moved  that  the 
first  resolution,  in  relation  to  takins;  two 
of  the  Senate  vaults  for  storage  purposes, 
be  struck  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  a  report 
of  the  Joint  Committee  could  not  be 
amended  in  this  House.  The  only  course 
that  could  be  adopted  was  to  refer  it 
back  to  Committee. 

After  some  debate,  the  report  was 
referred  back  to  Committee. 

INLAND   REVENDl  BILL. 
IN   COMMITTEE. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  Bill  (7)  "  An  Act  to  con- 
solidate and  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
Inland  Revenue." 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  this  was  a 
condensation  of  several  excise  bills 
dealing  with  that  important  question. 
It  was  largely  a  consolidation  of  the 
Excise  laws,  and  contained  some  slight 
changes,  with  regard  to  the  rate  of  duty, 
made  in  order  to  make  calculations 
easier  by  avoiding  fractions.  There  was 
also  an  increase  in  the  charge  for  small 
bonded  warehouses  from  (50  to  $75. 
There  was  also  a  change  in  relation  to 
the  growing  of  tobacco.  Under  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  parties  who 
undertook  to  grow  tobacco  would  have 
to  take  out  a  license  to  do  so.  The  object 
was  to  enable  the  Department  to  follow 
that  tobacco  after  it  was  sold,  and  see 
what  became  of  it.  The  impression  was 
that  a  very  large  proportion  of  Canadian- 
grown  tobeicco  went  into  general  use  by 
being  worked  up  in  the  manufactories 
with  imported  leisif,  and  was  sold  without 
paying  excise  duty. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  asked  whether  the 
demand  for  licenses  to  grow  tobacco  was 
increasing,  and  if  it  was  necessary  'for 
all  parties  who  grow  tobacco  to  take  out 
licenses  1 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  it  was 
not  if  the  party  grew  it  for  the  use  of 
his  own  family. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  explained  that, 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  the 
grower  was  allowed  thirty  pounds  for  his 
own  use  and  thirty  pounds  for  each  male 
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adult  in  his  family,  without  being  subject 
to  excise  duty.  The  fact  was  that,  up  to 
now,  there  had  been  no  limit,  but,  under 
this  Bill,  the  grower  would  be  obliged  to 
account  to  the  (Government  for  all  that 
he  produced  above  the  thirty  pounds 
allowed  him,  so  that  the  excise  officers 
oould  follow  it  to  the  manufactory.  With 
respect  to  the  increase  in  the  charged 
for  private  bonded  warehouses  from  $.>0 
to  $76,  it  had  been  found  that  there  was 
a  great  deal  of  expense  in  attending  to 
them.  There  was  one  in  Morrisburg  and 
one  in  Gananoque ;  the  Department  had 
no  officers  there,  and  the  excise  had  to  be 
collected  by  the  customs  officers,  who 
received  for  their  services  5  per  cent.,  so 
that,  instead  of  these  private  bonded 
warehouses  being  a  source  of  revenue  to 
the  Department,  they  were  really  a  charge 
upon  it.  Another  provision  of  this  Bill 
was  the  reduction  of  penalties.  In  many 
cases  the  penalties  were-so  large  that  they 
could  net  be  enforced  without  ruining 
the  parties  convicted,  and  the  public 
sympathy  was  on  theii*  side.  It  was, 
therefore,  thought  desirable  to  amend  the 
law  in  that  respect  by  reducing  the  pen- 
alties to  something:  reasonable. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  recognized  the  pro- 
priety of  consolidating  the  Inland  Rev- 
enue laws  as  this  Bill  proposed  to  do, 
and  he  did  not  intend  to  make  many 
comments  in  relation  to  it.  He  was 
sorry  to  hear  that  the  permission  to  grow 
tobacco  was  being  so  largely  extended. 
A  family  of  ten  would  be 
allowed  to  grow  at  least  three 
hundred  pounds  of  the  article  with- 
out being  subject  to  excise  duty,  and  it 
was  very  easy  to  double  that  amount ; 
his  hon.  friend  would  find  that,  as  the 
latitude  was  increased,  so  would  the 
tendency  to  grow  a  larger  quantity. 
There  was  another  privilege  in  the  Bill 
to  which  he  took  exception  :  he  noticed 
that  families  were  allowed  to  brew  their 
own  beer  without  being  subject  to  excise 
duty  or  being  compelled  to  take  out 
.  license. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— Yes;  just  the 
same  as  a  man  is  allowed  to  grow  his 
own  tobacco. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  there  was  an  adage  against  robbing  a 
poor  man  of  his  beer. 
Hon,  Mr.  Aikina. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  had  heard  so,  and 
supposed  that  this  Bill  was  a  recognition 
of  that  principle.  If  a  man  could  brew 
his  beer,  why  should  he  not  be  allowed 
to  have  a  little  still  and  make  his  own 
whiskey  %  It  seemed  rather  a  line  dis- 
tinction— iMirticularly  to  those  who  took 
as  much,  or  nearly  as  much  exception  to 
one  as  to  the  other.  There  was  another 
clause  to  which  he  took  exception,  and 
that  was  the  one  granting  license  to  com- 
pounders. He  knew  of  nothing  so  horri- 
ble. One  could  scarcely  conceive  how  or 
where  they  got  the  idea.  For  fifty  dollars 
any  man  was  allowed  to  make  wine  with- 
out grapes,  and  concoct  other  liquors, 
including  champagne.  These  were  made, 
no  doubt,  with  a  little  alcohol  and  chemi- 
cals—  strychnine,  prussio  acid  and  other 
poisons. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No 
doubt. 

Hon.  Mr.  ATKINS  did  not  think  it 
would  affect  the  hon.  gentleman  or  him- 
self at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  could  not  imagine 
how  this  had  crept  into  our  system,  or 
why  it  was  allowed  to  continue. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLEI^— It  is  legalized 
poisoning. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—No  doubt  it  was 
legalized  poisoning,  and  it  was  discredit- 
able that  they  should  allow  a  law  to  re- 
main on  the  Statute  book  under  which  a 
man  could  take  out  license  to  poison  his 
fellow-men.  He  did  not  believe  that 
fermented  drinks  could  be,  under  any 
circumstances,  beneficial  to  the  human 
system,  but  that  was,  of  course,  a  debat- 
able point.  '  He  did  not  desire,  in  an  ar- 
bitrary or  ex  cathedra  manner,  to  force 
his  views  on  that  point  upon  the  House, 
although  he  was  fiee  to  say  that,  in  his 
judgment,  the  most  eminent  physicians 
of  the  day  had  vetoed  the  assumption 
that  anything  good  could  come  out  of  it. 
But  men  would  all  agree  that  this  prin- 
ciple of  allowing  ordinary  liquors  to  be 
poisoned  and  then  sold  for  the  use  of 
mankind  was  discreditable  to  our  civiliza- 
tion. He  knew  that  the  National  Policy 
was  not  responsible  for  it  in  any  sense, 
and  he  was  quite  prepared  to  admit  that 
it  was  not  due  to  this  Government  any 
more  than  to  the  late  Administration,  as 
it  had  been  for  many  years  a  part  of  our 
31 
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inland  revenue  system.  A  few  years 
agOy  the  Adulteration  of  Food  Act  was 
passed.  Under  that  law,  if  a  butcher 
undertook  to  sell  meat  that  was  past  the 
stage  when  it  was  fit  for  human  food,  he 
was  liable  to  a  fine,  and  the  meat  was 
confiscated  and  destroyed.  If  a  grocer 
attempted  to  sell  any  article  of  food  that 
was  adulterated,  it  was  liable  to  confisca- 
tion j  and,  under  that  law — a  very  proper 
law — officers,  delegated  by  the  Govern- 
ment, were  authorized  to  inquire  and  to 
examine  into  the  quality  of  the  articles 
sold  to  the  public,  and,  if  they  were 
found  to  be  adulterated  and  not  what 
they  professed  to  be,  those  officers  had 
the  right  to  confiscate  them  and  hold  up 
the  parties  who  sold  them  to  pub- 
lic obloquy ;  yet,  by  a  singular 
paradox,  they  allowed  a  man  to 
make  and  sell  poisonous  liquors,  because 
the  Govei*nment  derived  a  revenue  out 
of  it.  It  seemed  to  him  to  be  so  shock- 
ing, and  so  contrary  to  every  sense  of 
what  was  right  and  proper,  that  he  could 
not  tail  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  it.  He  thought  that  the  commission 
of  crime  caused  by  drinking  spirits  was 
more  largely  due  to  drinking  adulterated 
liquors  than  pure  spirits.  In  the  past 
history  of  the  world,  they  were  accus- 
tomed to  associate  with  the  drinking  of 
wine  a  certain  amount  of  good  feeling 
and  kindly  sentiment,  but  now  it  stimu 
lated  only  the  worst  passions  of  t^e 
human  brain.  It  brought  out  the  savage 
part  of  human  nature,  and  led  to  the  per- 
pretation  <^  the  most  fiendish  outrages. 
It  was  only  during  the  last  sessions  of 
the  peace  for  this  county  that  he  had  had 
occasion  to  prosecute  two  murder  trials, 
one  for  the  murder  of  a  wife  by  the. hus- 
band, and  the  other  the  murder  of  a 
husband  by  the  wife,  both  of  which 
crimes  had  been  entirely  due  to  the 
parties  having  been  drinking  the  vile 
stuff  that  was  allowed  to  be  sold  as 
whiskey — net  spirits  distilled  from  grain 
— ^in  the  low  groggeries  of  the  country. 
It  simply  fired  the  brain  and  developed 
a  fiendish  disposition  in  those  who  in- 
dulged in  it.  The  reflection  was  by  no 
means  pleasant  to  hon.  gentlemen  to 
have  their  individual  responsibility  at- 
tached to  such  a  subject.  The  Govern- 
ment had  the  right  to  add  to  Schedule  £ 
in  the  Bill  which  authorized  the  com- 
pounding of  those  liquors,  or  to  strike 
Hon,  Mr.  Scott 


out  any  particular  liquor  on  the  list.  He 
hoped  that  the  Minister  of  Inland  Rev- 
enue would  feel  it  to  come  within  the 
discharge  of  his  duty  to  limit,  as  far  as 
possible,  the  amount  of  those  compounds 
that  should  be  permitted  to  be  manu- 
factured. He  was  glad  to  see  that  the 
penalties  under  this  Act  had  been 
reduced,  as  there  was  no  doubt  the  law 
defeated  itself,  and  juries  would  not  con- 
vict when  the  latitude  of  the  judge  was 
so  restricted  as  in  these  particular  cases. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  thought  that  the 
criticism  on  the  section  relating  to  tobacco 
was  not  well  founded.  He  considered  it 
a  great  improvement  on  the  law  as  it 
existed.  This  country  was  admirably 
suited  for  the  cultivation  of  tobacco.  He 
was  informed  that  tobacco  grown  in 
Canada  was  much  superior  to  that  of 
Kentucky,  and  we  should,  therefore,  en- 
courage the  production  of  it  in  this  coun- 
try. As  to  the  quantity  of  tobacco  which 
was  allowed — ^thirty  pounds  for  each 
member  of  the  family — he  (Mr.  Trudel) 
was  informed  that  hard  smokers  con- 
sumed three  pounds  of  tobacco  per  month, 
and  the  quantity  allowed  was  not  too 
much.  It  would  have  the  effect  of  en- 
couraging tobacco  culture  in  this  country, 
and  eventually  be  an  important  source  of 
revenue. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY  called  attention  to 
the  unnecessary  verbiage  in  the  Bill,  and 
suggested  that  the  tendency  in  that  direc- 
tion in  our  legislation  should  be  checked. 

The  first  six  clauses  were  adopted,  and 
the  Committee  rese  and  reported  progress. 

BILL  INTRODUCBD. 

Bill  (71)  "  To  incorporate  the  Pontiac 
Pacific  Junction  Railway  Co." — (Mr. 
Scott.) 

The  House  adjourned  at  1.05  p.m. 

SECOND   SITTING. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Routine  proceedings. 

PICTOU   HARBOR   AMENDMENT   BILL. 
SECOND    READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (106)  "  An 
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Act  respecting  the  Harbor  of  Pictou,  in 
Nova  Scotia.**  He  said  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  take  the  appointment 
of  Harbor  Master  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
€k)vemment  and  vest  it  in  the  Commis- 
sioners. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

TELEGRAPHIC   COMMUNICATION   SUB- 
SIDY BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (117)  "  To  re- 
peal the  Act  42nd  Vict.,  chap.  5,  for 
granting  an  annual  subsidy  towards  cer- 
tain telegraphic  communication."  He 
said  that  an  Act  had  been  pass^  some 
time  ago  to  authorize  an  annual  subsidy 
for  the  construction  of  a  line  of  tele- 
l^ph  between  Anticosti  and  the  Mag- 
dalen Islands.  Since  then  the  Govern- 
ment thought  it  was  desirable  to  pur- 
chase the  wires  and  lay  them  down  them- 
selves, and,  having  to  furnish  the  capital 
to  buy  them,  there  was  no  longer  any 
occasion  for  the  Act  granting  a  subsidy. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Is  there  any 
provision  made  in  the  Estimates  this  ses- 
sion for  it  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes. 
The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 


QUEBEC  TIDAL  DOCK  BILL. 
SECOND  RJCADINO. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (109)  "  To  au- 
thorixe*  the  raising  of  a  further  sum  to 
enable  the  Quebec  Harbor  Commissioners 
to  complete  their  tidal  dock.'' 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

WIDOW  YOUNG'S    ANNUITY  BILL. 
SECOND   RBADIKO. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (110)  *'  To 
enable  the  Harbor  Commissioners  of 
Montreal  to  pay  a  life  annuity  to  the 
widow  of  the  Hon.  John  Young."  He 
said  that  the  late  Hon.  John  Young, 
whose  name  was  connected  with  this 
Bill,  had  been  Chairman  of  the  Board 
of  Harbor  Commissioners  of  Montreal 
from  the  time  that  the  work  had  been 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  (Govern- 
ment^ after  the  abandonment  of  what  was 
Han.  Sir  Alex.  CampbelL 


known  as  the  straight  channel  until  kis 
death.  Mr.  Young  had  for  many  years 
assiduously  devoted  a  great  part  of  his 
time  to  the  work  in  which  he  had  taken 
so  deep  an  interest,  and  the  result  of  his 
exertions  had  been  that  whereas  when 
he  had  entered  upon  the  improvement 
of  the  channel,  vessels  of  only  two  hun- 
dred and  fifty  and  three  hundred  tons 
could  come  up  to  Montreal,  when  he 
resigned  his  trust,  vessels  of  from  thi*ee 
thousand  to  fou^  thousand  tons  could 
come  up  through  the  channel.  During  the 
whole  of  that  period  he  had  been  without 
remuneration  for  his  services.  When  he 
had  commenced  the  work,  out  of  feelings 
of  patriotism  and  an  anxiety  for  the  suc^ 
cess  of  the  scheme  which  had  induced  him 
to  take  it  up,  he  was  a  man  6f  consider* 
able  wealth  and  indifferent  to  the  salary, 
his  recompense  being  the  success  of  the 
noble  enterpiise  which  he  had  in  charge* 
Afterwards,  owing  to  the  embarrassments 
of  trade,  he  ceased  to  be  a  wealthy  man, 
and  exchanged  some  letters  with  the 
Harbor  Commissioners  on  the  subject 
of  some  recompense  for  his  services 
He  had  at  the  moment  ceased 
to  be  Chairman  of  the  Commission, 
and  another  had  been  appconted.  His 
successors  then  and  since  had  received  a 
salary,  but  Mr.  Young  died  before  any 
successful  consideration  had  been  given 
to  his  memorial,  and  it  now  rested  with 
Parliament  to  testify,  if  possible,  the 
appreciation  which,  he  was  sure,  the  pub- 
lic felt  for  the  deceased  gentleman,  by 
granting  this  annuity  to  his  widow.  The 
kite  Harbor  Commissioners  had  under- 
taken to  do  so  by  setting  apart  $10,000 
in  harbor  debentures,  the  interest  of 
which  was  to  have  been  devoted  to 
this  purpose,  to  which  the  late 
Government  had  given  their  assent. 
However,  it  had  not  been  done  when  the 
new  Board  was  appoint^,  and  the  new 
Board  had,  by  resolution,  expressed  their 
earnest  desire  to  testify  to  Mrs.  Young, 
in  some  substantial  way,  their  apprecia- 
tion of  her  late  husband's  services,  and 
the  Act  of  Parliament  was  necessary  to 
enable  them  to  do  so  in  Uie  way  he  had 
indicated. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  considered 
this  to  be  a  very  graceful  tribute  to  the 
memory  of  a  gentleman  who  had  been  a 
useful  member  of  society.  He  was  sure 
that  no  money  would  be  more  cheeifully 
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granted  by  Parliament  than  this  an- 
nuity to  the  widow  of  the  man  who  had 
done  so  much  to  promote  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  tENNY  felt  grateful  to  the 
Ministry  who  had  brought  in  this 
measure,  as  the  deceased  gentleman  had 
not  been  a  political  friend  of  tiieir  own, 
and  they  might  well  have  said  that  the 
late  Government  should  have  attended  to 
it.  It  was,  however,  but  a  just  tribute 
•  to  Mr.  Young's  memory,  and,  on  behalf  of 
the  widow  and  friends  of  the  deceased 
gentleman,  he  wished  to  return  thanks 
to  the  Ministry  for  this  recognition  of  his 
services. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  said  that,  during 
the  whole  of  the  debate  to  which  the 
Hon.  Minister  of  Militia  had  alluded,  he 
had  taken  great  care  not  to  mention  the 
name  of  the  late  Hon.  John  Young  in 
connection  with  the  works  which  he  had 
felt  it  his  duty  to  criticise.  It  was  his 
earnest  desire  to  see  the  faithful  services 
of  public  men  rewarded  in  a  suitable 
mannet* ;  he  thought,  as  a  rule,  they 
were  too  much  neglected.  As  to  the 
merit  of  the  services  rendered  by  the 
late  gentleman  referred  to,  he  would  not 
be  consistent  with  the  opinions  he  had 
already  expressed  if  he  said  that  he 
thought  those  services  had  been  of  a  very 
^  useful  character,  but  he  would  say  this : 
he  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
worked  with  an  earnest  desire,  and  with 
every  good  intention  to  serve  the  public 
interest  As  there  had  been  a  unani- 
mous desire  expressed  by  the  other 
House  to  pass  thb  Bill,  and  the  same 
feeling  existed  in  the  Senate,  he  would 
not  undertake  to  oppose  the  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact 
that  this  was  no  act  of  generosity  on  the 
part  of  the  other  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, because  the  money  would  come  out 
of  the  revenue  of  the  Harbor  of  Mon- 
treal. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 


PROMISSORY  NOTES    DUTIES    EXTEN- 
SION  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (108)  "An 
Act  for  extending  the  Consolidated  Act 
Hon,  Mr.  Alexander* 


of  1879,  res|iectiog  the  duties  imposed 
on  promissory  notes  and  bills  of  exchange 
to  the  whole  Dominion."  He  said  that 
some  doubts  had  arisen  as  to  whether  the 
Act  referred  to  in  this  Bill  extended  to 
the  Provinces  of  British  Columbia, 
Prince  Edward  Island,  Manitoba,  the 
North-West  Territories  and  Keewatin, 
and,  without  interfering  with  any  dis- 
putes which  had  risen  on  it,  the  Bill 
proposed  to  extend  the  Act  to  these  por- 
tions of  the  Dominion.  So  far  as  the 
Government  could  pronounce  upon  the 
question,  the  Bill  did  not  extend  beyond 
the  stamping  of  cheques.  The  question 
was  asked  whether  a  draft  at  sight  was 
a  cheque  or  not.  It  was  held  not  to  be 
a  cheque. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  doubted  the  pro- 
priety of  extending  the  Stamp  Act  to  the 
North- West  Territories.  There  could  be 
no  objection  to  its  extension  to  settled 
Provinces  like  Manitoba  and  British 
Columbia;  but,  if  it  were  necessary  to 
make  a  note  valid  by  putting  a  stamp  on 
it  in  the  North- West  Territories,  it  would 
give  no  revenue  to  the  country  worth 
speaking  of,  while  it  would  occasion 
great  inconvenience  in  remote  and  un- 
settled portions  of  the  country. 

Hon,  Sir  ALEX,  CAMPBELL  said 
it  was  a  dangerous  thing  to  make  excep- 
tions. There  were  not  many  notes  given 
there  at  the  present  time,  but  this  spring 
already  7,000  people  had  gone  into  the 
North- West  The  country  would  be 
quickly  settled,  and  it  was  advisable  to 
take  the  North- West  Territories  into  the 
general  legislation  of  the  country. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time  at 
length. 

THE  INSPECTION  ACT  OP  1874  AMEND- 
MENT BILL, 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  seco.nd 
reading  of  Bill  (84)  *' An  Act  to  amend 
*The  Inspection  Act,  1874,'  and  the  Act 
amending  it''  He  said  that  under  the 
Inspection  Act,  only  pickled  fish  oould 
be  inspected.  Smoked  herrings  were 
packed  in  boxes,  and  it  was  thought  ad- 
visable that  they  should  be  subject  to 
inspection  in  the  same  way  as  fish  packed 
in  barrels  were.  There  were  also  amend- 
ments defining  the  sizos  of  barrels  for 
certain  kinds  of  fish. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MAOFARLANE  thought 
that  the  fee  of  2c.  per  box  for  in- 
specting boxes  of  herrings  was  too  high. 
Digby  herrings  were  put  up  in  small 
boxes,  which  were  sold  at  from  20c.  to 
30c.  each. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIEINS  said  that  the 
House  of  Covnmons  had  fixed  that  as  the 
fee,  and  this  House  had  no  power  to 
change  it 

Hon.  Mr,  MILLEE  thought  that  the 
small  boxes  alluded  to  must  be  known  to 
the  trade  as  quarter  boxes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN  said  that  this 
inspection  fee  would  destroy  the  trade 
altogether. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER  did  not  think  that 
the  Government  would  get  any  more 
revenue  out  of  it,  because  parties  would 
only  make  their  boxes  larger. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  did  not  think  that 
there  was  any  constitutional  objection  to 
altering  this  Bill.  He  thought  that  Ic. 
per  box  was  a  large  enough  fee. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  that  the  Bill 
could  be  defeated,  but  not  amended  in 
the  Senate.  No  exception  had  been 
taken  to  this  fee  in  the  other  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  suggested 
that  the  clause  should  be  struck  out  alto- 
gether. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  such  an 
amendment  would  raise  a  question  of 
privilege  between  the  two  Houses.  In 
the  House  of  Lords  such  a  course  would 
not  be  thought  of  as  amending  a  Bill 
imposing  taxation.  The  only  question 
was,  whether,  under  our  constitution, 
which  gave  the  Senat^  the  same  immu- 
nities, powers  and  privileges  as  the 
House  of  Commons,  except  in  the  initia- 
tion of  money  grants,  they  had  not 
power  to  amend  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  wise  to  raise  the  question 
on  such  a  measure  as  this  ;  the  occasion 
for  such  a  controversy  should  be  one  in 
which  the  Dominion  was  deeply  inter- 
ested, and  in  which  tl:e  country  would 
sustain  the  position  that  they  should 
take. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time  and 
referred  to  a  committee  of  the  whole 
House. 

Hon.  Mr,  Atkins. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER  moved  to  strike 
out  the  3rd  clause. 

Hon.  W[r.  WARK  did  not  think  that 
it  would  be  wise  to  adopt  the  amend- 
ment If  this  kind  of  fish  was  to  be  ex 
ported  it  should  be  inspected.  There 
seemed  to  be  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
the  size  of  those  boxes ;  perhaps  a  clause 
might  be  introduced  designating  the  size 
of  boxes  ireant 

Hon.  Mr.  ATKINS  said  he  would 
make  inquiries  on  the  subject  before  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  amendment  was  withdrawn. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN,  from  the  Committee, 
reported  the  Bill  with  an  amendment, 
which  was  concurred  in. 


CUSTOMS  DUTIES  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (102)  "An  Act  to  amend 
the  Act  42  Vict,  chap.  15,  intituled  *  An 
Act  to  alter  the  duties  of  Customs  and 
£xcise.' "  He  said :  This  is  an  amend- 
ment to  the  tariff,  and  we  cannot  change 
it  in  any  respect.  It  has  been  discussed 
ad  ruvuseum  in  the  other  House,  and  I 
suppose  hon.  gentlemen  here  have  little 
to  say  upon  the  subject 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  think 
that  we  ought  to  let  this  Bill  pass  alto- 
gether in  silence.  It  will  be  remem- 
bered that,  some  two  years  ago,  during 
the  session  preceding  the  elections  in 
1878,  a  great  deal  of  the  time  of  the 
House  was  taken  up  with  discussing 
resolutions  and  motions  of  a  financial 
character.  I  notice  that  the  gentlemfen 
who  were  most  anxioas  in  those  days  to 
promote  those  discussions  manifest  now 
the  greatest  hostility  to  debates  of  that 
kind,  and  deem  them  altogether  foreign 
from  the  province  of-  the  Senate.  Taking 
this  measure  altogether,  it  probably  does 
not  make  the  tariff  any  worse  than  it  is. 
That  would  not  be  easy  to  do.  As  far  as 
regards  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Bruns- 
wick, the  existing  tariff  is  most  injurious' 
to  our  interests  and  most  unpopular  with 
the  people  of  those  provinces.  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  making  the  statement,  and 
it  will  not  be  contradicted  by  many  in 
the  Province  from  which  I  come.  There 
are  one  or  two  items  to  which  I  wish  to 


Digitized  by 


Google 


J 


486 


Customs  DtUies 


[SENATE.] 


Amendment  Bill. 


call  attentioD.  There  is  the  item  of 
coal :  the  increase  of  10c.  a  ton  on 
bituminous  coal  is  hardly  worthy  of  find- 
ing a  place  in  a  Bill  like  this. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— Do  you  object 
toiti 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  the  first 
place,  it  discriminates,  as  far  as  it  goes, 
against  Englbh  coal.  This  country  im- 
ports bituminous  coal  from  England,  and 
hard  coal  from  the  United  States.  This 
section  increases  the  duty  on  bituminous 
coal  lOc,  discriminating  against  the 
English  article,  and  in  favor  of  the 
United  States  coal.  I  look  upon  the 
addition  of  10c.  to  that  duty  as  a 
mere  mockery  to  the  coal  miners  of  Nova 
Scotia,  who  were  promised  a  considerable 
inciease  in  the  duty  on  coal,  and  num- 
bers of  them  had  declared  heretofore, 
and  it  is  the  universal  opinion  amongst 
coal  owners,  that  nothing  less  than  25c. 
a  ton  increase  would  be  any  substantial 
benefit  for  them.  It  will  only  increase 
the  burdens  of  the  consumer,  and  do  the 
miners  of  Nova  Scotia  no  good  at  all. 
When  the  Government  undertook  to 
change  the  tariff  at  all,  they  might  have 
made  the  duty  at  least  75c.  a  ton. 
I  see,  un  the  fifth  page,  the  duty 
on  cigars  and  cigarettes  has  been 
incrcixsed  10c.  a  pound.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  duty  was  quite  high  enough 
before.  Then  on  the  sixth  page,  in  the 
section  with  reference  to  free  goods,  I 
find  that,  while  the  Minister  of  Finance 
has  removed  from  the  free  list  a  number 
of  articles  which  were  of  general  iise,  he 
has  put  on  the  list  a  number  of  articles 
which  are  used  by  the  "  manufacturers 
only.  For  one,  I  think  that  is  an  ob- 
jectionable feature.  There  is  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  on  this  subject,  but  saying 
it  just  now  would  be  of  no  particular 
service. 

Hon.  Mr.  DRVEEl— I  cannot  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  last 
spoken,  &s  I  think  the  small  favor  to 
Nova  Scotia  should  be  taken  with  a  good 
deal  of  gratitude.  I  look  upon  it  as  in 
the  direction  of  the  75c.  duty  that  the 
Nova  Sootians  were  always  desirous  of 
having  imposed  upon  foreign  coal.  I 
have  no  doubt  that,  next  year,  there  will 
be  another  increase  of  the  duty  by  lOc, 
and  so  on,  until  it  is  raised  to  the  proper 
standard.  If  there  are  any  paople  to 
Hon.  Mr.  Power, 


complain  of  this  increase  in  the  duty,  it 
is  the  people  of  New  Brunswick.  It  is 
so  many  iwillings  a  year  taken  out  of  my 
pocket,  and  out  of  the  pockets  of  every 
other  consumer  in  the  City  of  St.  John, 
because  it  is  hard  coal  we  use  there 
almost  altogether.  It  is  placed  in  our 
market  at  such  a  rate,  and  is  so  suitable 
for  our  stoves  and  furnaces,  that  we  use 
no  other. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  am  very 
glad  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax, 
in  attempting  to  criticise  the  tariff 
amendments  of  the  Government,  has  dis- 
oovered  so  little  to  find  fault  with.  I  am 
sure,  as  far  as  coad  is  concerned,  I  am 
very  glad  he  is  with  us,  in  contradistinc- 
tion to  the  free  trade  policy,  of  which  he 
is  an  advocate. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  there  is  to  be 
protection,  we  ought  to  get  our  share 
of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  think  the 
increase  in  the  duty  on  coal  has  already 
had  a  very  beneficial  effect,  and  this  10c. 
additional  must  be  in  the  interest  of 
Nova  Scotia  and  the  coal  owners  of  that 
Province,  as  well  as  of  interpro- 
vincial  trade.  This  increase  in  the 
duty  will  be  sufficient  to  ex- 
tend the  trade  with  the  Upper 
Provinces.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  that, 
with  the  exception  of  that  item  in  the 
Bill,  there  is  nothing  else  but  the  duty 
on  cigars  and  cigarettes  tliat  the  hon. 
gentleman  can  find  fault  with.  The 
latter  is  certainly  a  tax  that  will 
not  bear  heavily  on  the  poor  and  in- 
dustrial classes  of  this  country,  and 
I  congratulate  the  Government  on  there 
being  so  little  for  the  Opposition  to 
criticise  in  their  Bill 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN,  (London- 
derry) I  hardly  expected  a  Senator  from 
Nova  Scotia,  who  has  as  large  an  experi- 
ence as  my  hon.  friend  on  my  left,  to 
have  made  the  assertion  that  this  tariff 
is  exceedingly  unsatisfactory  to  Nova 
Scotia,  without  offering  8on\e  facts  and 
arguments  to  sustain  that  position.  As 
he  has  not  thought  fit  to  do  so,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  raise  any  further  discussion 
on  the  subject.  I  did  not  expect,  how- 
ever, to  hear  him  find  fault  with  a  change 
in  the  tariff  that  favors  Nova  ScoUa  in 
two  of  her  largest  industries,  that  is  coal 
and  iron.    '  We  are  now  largely  engaged 
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in  the  manufacture  of  iron,  and  the 
production  this  year  will  be  from 
100,000  to  200,000  tons.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  in  the  raising  of  coal  the  addi- 
tional duty  that  is  given  will  greatly  in- 
crease the  output  and  lessen  importa- 
tions. The  hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax 
thinks  it  ought  to  be  more,  but  I  hope 
the  object  of  that  policy — to  exclude 
largely  the  importation  of  foreign  coal — 
will  be  met  by  this  duty,  and  not  press 
unduly  on  anyone.  The  hon.  Senator 
is  politically  connected  with  a  former 
representative  from  Halifax,  who  has 
laid  down  the  doctrine  that  nothing  less 
than  $2  per  ton  would  be  of  any  benefit 
to  the  coal  raisers  of  Nova  Scotia  ;  but  I 
think  that  a  duty  of  60c.  a  ton  will 
greatly  benefit  that  industry  without  in- 
creasing the  cost  to  the  consumer. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— -There  is  no 
doubt  a  good  deal  of  unanimity 
as  far  as  the  representatives  of 
Nova  Scotia  are  concerned,  in  regard  to 
the  imposition  of  a  duty  upon  coal ;  but 
it  is  not  quite  so  satisfactory  in  the  western 
portion  of  the  Dominion.  I  am  certain 
it  is  not  so  satisfactory  in  Ontario.  It  is 
a  duty  that  bears  unequally  upon  that 
class  of  the  community  who  have  occasion 
to  use  coal  almost  exclusively,  as  they 
have  to  pay  an  increased  price,  arising 
out  of  this  duty,  while  others  who  do  not 
use  coal  are  exempt  from  that  taxation. 
It  should  be  the  object  of  every  Govern- 
ment to  levy  taxes  upon  such  articles  ia 
are  in  general  use,  so  that  everyone  would 
bear  his  due  share  of  the  burden.  The 
present  duty  does  not  secure  a  market  to 
any  considerable  extent  in  Ontario  for 
Nova  Scotia  coal,  but  it  does  enable  the 
coal  producers  to  secure  a  larger  price  in 
their  own  Province  and  in  New  Bnms- 
wick  and  as  far  west  as  they  can  afford 
to  send  it.  It  would  be  much 
fairer  to  the  people  of  the  whole 
Dominion,  and  equally  advantageous  to 
the  coal  producers  of  Nova  Scotia,  if  a 
bonus  were  given  to  them  directly  by 
the'Govemment.  If  it  is  necessary  that 
the  people  should  pay  a  tax  at  all,  in 
order  to  enable  the  producers  of  coal  to 
make  large  profits,  it  is  better  to  give  it 
in  the  way  of  a  bonus,  as  the  tax  would 
thus  be  distributed  equally  throughout 
the  Dominion.  It  is  utterly  impossible 
to  inciease  the  sale  of  Nova  Scotia  coal 
in  Ontario  unless  the  duty  ia  very  much 
H&n.  Mr.  McLelan. 


higher  than  what  it  is  at  present.  There 
is  another  matter  which  has  not  been 
provided  for  in  this  Bill.  I  allude  to 
petroleum  oiL  Crude  petroleum  intro- 
duced into  this  country  from  the 
United  States  has  to  pay  a  duty  of 
about  300  per  cent.,  while  the  refined 
article  has  only  to  pay  80  per  cent.  duty. 
The  duty  imposed  discriminates  against 
the  refiners. 

Hon.  Mr.  ATKINS— Does  the  ton. 
gentleman  say  that  on  crude  petroleum 
they  have  to  pay  6c.  a  gallon  I 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR— Yes ;  it  pays 
seven  and  one-fifth  cents  on  the  imperial 
gallon,  and  6c.  on  the  wine  ^lon, 
while  refined  petroleum  pays  only  the 
same  duty.  It  is  extraordinary  that 
the  Government  has  not  thought  fit 
to  revise  the  tariff  in  this  re- 
spect. If  refined  petroleum  is  not 
taxed  high  enough,  tax  it  higher,  but  ii 
it  is  high  enough,  then  the  duty  on 
crude  petroleum  should  be  reduced. 
There  is  another  production  of  petroleum 
— lubricating  oil — an  article  altogether 
difierent  from  that  used  for  lighting 
purposes.  The  lubricating  oils  of  Penn- 
sylvania sell  at  from  6c.  to  10c.  a 
^^on  in  the  crude  state,  refined  lubri- 
cating oils  sell  from  20c.  to  30c. 
The  refined  and  crude  lubricating 
oils  are  charged  precisely  the  same 
rate  of  duty  when  imported  into  this 
country.  There  ought  to  be  some  dis- 
crimination in  levying  these  duties,  as 
there  are  men  engaged  in  this  business 
here  who  complain  bitterly  of  the  condi- 
tion of  the  tariff  in  that  respect,  while 
leather,  woollens^  cotton  and  other 
manufactures  are  highly  favored,  and 
the  raw  material  is  allowed  to  come  in 
free.  Refiners  of  lubricating  oils,  or 
burning  oils,  have  to  pay  precisely 
the  same  rate  on  their  raw  ma- 
terial as  is  paid  on  the  refined, 
as  is  levied  upon  the  refined  article,  I 
sincerely  hope  that  if  no  amendment  is 
made  to  this  Bill  at  the  present  session, 
there  will  be  a  measure  introduced  next 
Session  to  remedy  this  matter. 

Hon!  Mr.  DICKEY— 1  am  under  the 
impression  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
entirely  mistaken  in  supposing  that  the 
efiect  of  the  tariff  on  coal,  last 
year,  was  to  increase  the  price  of 
coal     in     Ontario.        My     inioi-mation 
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is  of  an  entirely  different  char- 
acter, because  the  efiect  of  this  tax 
in  increasing  the  output  of  coal  in  Nova 
Scotia,  was  to  enable  parties  to  send 
it  considerable  distances  into  Ontario,  to 
places  where  it  was  before  excluded. 
The  result  has  been  to  create  competi- 
tion, and  in  that  way  keep  down  the 
price.  My  hon.  friend  from  Kings,  who 
is  so  anxious  about  the  interests  of  Nova 
Scotia,  and  has  expressed  his  sur- 
prise at  the  imposition  of  this 
tax,  should  recollect  that  it  is  a 
tax  imposed  in  the  interest  of  the  Do- 
minion, and  he  should  know  also  that 
there  were  other  duties  placed  upon  cer- 
tain articles,  which  were  supposed  to  be 
peculiarly  in  the  interest  of  Ontaiio, 
and  yet  these  are  taxes  to  which  -Nova 
Scotia  is  obliged  to  submit,  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  whole  Dominion.  Take  the 
articles  of  flour  and  grains ;  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  find  that  Nova  Scotia  has 
to  pay  duty  on  them  when  im- 
ported from  the  United  States. 
Happily  they  are  not  required  to  do  so 
to  a  large  extent,  but  when  they  do 
import  them,  they  are  obliged  to  pay 
large  taxes  for  the  benefit  of  Ontario 
farmers.  The  hon.  gentleman  says,  with 
regard  to  this  coal  tax,  that  every  Sena- 
tor from  Nova  Scotia  is  in  favor  of  it,  as 
a  matter  of  coutse.  My  hon.  friend  could 
hardly  have  been  in  the  House  to-day 
when  the  hon.  Senator  from  Halifax 
declared  his  opposition  to  this  tax  be- 
cause it  was  a  discrimination  against 
England.  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
know  that  e^'ery  imposition  on  coal  is,  to 
a  certain  extent^  a  discrimination  against 
England. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  only  applies 
to  bituminous  coal. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— Bituminous  coal 
can  be  imported  from  the  United  States, 
and  is,  in  point  of  fact,  imported  to  a 
large  extent  into  Ontario  from  that 
country.  With  regard  to  the  duty  on 
anthracite,  there  ia  none  of  that  quality 
of  coal  produced  in  Nova  Scotia,  or  in 
any  part  of  the  Dominion,  and,  there- 
fore, it  is  not  necessary  to  add  a  duty 
on  hard  coal,  and  to  that  extent 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  surely  ac- 
cept this  taritf  as  a  concession  to- 
wards the  interests  of  Ontario,  because 
Ontario  impoi*ts  large  quantities  of 
Hon.  Mr,  Dickey. 


anthracite.  I  should  like  to  know  trom 
my  hon.  friend  from  Halifax  whether  he 
is  in  favor  of  any  duty  on  coal  at  all  for 
the  benefit  of  Nova  Scotia )  I  assume, 
from  his  argument,  if  carried  out  to  its 
logical  conclusion,  that  he  is  not  in  favor 
of  any  duty  on  Nova  Scotia  coal,  and, 
if  he  speaks  in  this  House,  not  only  on 
behalf  of  the  Opposition  generally,  as  he 
has  assumed  to  do  to-day,  but  on  behalf 
of  the  Opposition  in  Nova  Scotia,  I 
should  like  to  know  if  he  is  opposed  to 
any  duty  on  coal  1  I  think  the  duty  is 
too  small,  and  the  Oovanment  might 
well  have  taken  their  stand  on  the 
principle  that  we  ought  to  put  just  as 
much  duty  upon  bituminous  coal  im- 
ported from  the  United  States  into- 
Canada  as  Americans  impose  upon  the 
same  quality  of  coal  imported  from^ 
Nova  Scotia  into  the  Eastern  States. 
That  would  have  been  logical  and  reason- 
able, and  it  appears  to  me  that  it  is  a 
principle  that  would  have  been  recog- 
nized, even  in  Ontario,  because  the 
effect  would  have  been  to  carry  out 
what  I  said  at  the  commencement,,  to 
enable  the  Nova  Scotia  producers  to 
send  their  coal  even  further  into  Ontario 
than  at  present.  Indeed,  the  Minister 
of  Finance  has  assumed  that  this  slight 
increase  of  ten  cents  per  ton  would  be 
sufficient  to  send  Nova  Scotia  coal  as 
far  west  as  Hamilton,  and  that  it 
will  come  there  into  competition  on 
favorable  terms  with  United  States  coal. 
If  we  could  only  get  the  same  duty 
imposed  on  American  coal  that  they 
impose  on  ours,  we  certainly  should  not 
be  open  to  any  complaint  from  them^ 
and  we  should  be  able  to  extend  our 
trade  still  further  west,  and  our  vessels 
might  bring  back  return  cargoes  of 
grain  or  flour,  or  such  other  articles  as 
they  send  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK — ^I  do  not  propose 
to  say  anything  on  this  subject  further 
than  to  protest  against  the  doctrine  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down,  that  the  Naticmal  Policy 
is  in  the  interest  of  the  whole  Dominion. 
What  interest  has  New  Brunswick  in 
the  tax  on  coal  ?  Havo  we  not  to  pay 
taxes  both  on  coal  and  flour  1  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows  what  it  costs  him  for 
his  own  consumption,  but  that  is  not  the 
whole  question.  We,  in  New  Brunswick^ 
are  extensive  ship  owners,  and  we  are  in» 
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the  habit,  when  our  ships  can  get  nothing 
else  to  bring  out,  to  ballast  with  coal 
from  Liverpool  for  our  own  market. 
Supposing  a  ship  is  lying  in  Liverpool, 
and  the  owner  wishes  to  order  her  out  to 
carry  home  a  cargo  of  lumber,  his  usual 
course  is  to  write  to  his  agent  to  ballast 
her  with  coal.  If  she  brings  out  1,000 
tons,  he  has  to  pay  on  her  cargo,  as  soon 
as  he  lands  it,  $600.  Is  that  in  the 
interest  of  the  Dominion  t  If  we  shut 
out  New  Brunswick  ships  f A>m  bringing 
out  ooal,  they  must  go  to  the  expense  of 
purchasing  ballast,  on  \vhich  they  earn 
nothing,  and  the  cargo  of  lumber  must 
bear  tie  whole  expenses  for  the  round 
voyage.  There  is  the  position  in  which 
the  dhip  owners  of  New  Brunswick  are 
placed  by  the  present  tariff.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  said  this  duty  was  for  the 
interest  of  the  counties  of  Cumberland, 
Pictou  and  Gape  Breton,  he  would  be 
nearer  the  mark  than  in  saying  it  was  in 
the  interest  of  the  Dominion.  If  he 
goes  down  to  Yantaouth,  where  they  own 
so  many  ships,  they  will  tell  him  that  it 
is  not  in  the  interest  of  that  section  of 
Nova  Scotia.    . 

Hon.  Mr.  ARCHIBALD— Did  the 
hon.  gentleman  pay  more  for  coal  in  St. 
John  by  the  50c.  duty  than  he  did  the 
year  before  1 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— That  is  notjthe 
question.  Ships  will  be  compelled  to 
bring  out  stone  or  gravel  as  ballast  under 
this  tariff,  or  purchase  a  cargo. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACPARLANE  —  The 
hon.  gentleman  forgets  the  importance  of 
the  coal  interest  to  Nova  Scotia.  Is  he 
aware  that,  in  that  Pi-ovince,  $15,000,000 
are  invested  in  coal  mining,  giving  em- 
ployment and  subsistence  to  about 
30,000  people  and  forming  a  source  of 
revenue  to  the  Dominion  1  These  minfe 
were  being  closed  up,  not  fi-om  any  lack 
of  industry  or  enterprise  on  the  part  of 
coal  owners,  but  by  the  introduction  of 
coal  from  American  markets  before  this 
policy  of  protection  was  adopted.  Not 
only  does  this  duty  enable  very  many 
of  the  coal  mining  districts  to  extend 
their  operations,  but  it  is  enabling  them 
to  ship  very  largely  into  the  Province  of 
Ontario.  I  am  able  to  say  that,  this 
season,  very  large  contracts  have  already 
been  made  for  the  transmission  of  Cape 
Breton  and  other  Nova  Scotia  coal  as  far 
Hon*  Mr.  WarL 


west  as  Toronto,  and  I  know  that  nego- 
tiations are  now  going  on  with  large 
firms  that  will  still  further  increase  that 
trade.  I  am  happy  to  say  from 
the  experience  gained  in  the  west, 
that  when  our  coal  is  brought  into  com- 
petition with  American  coal  there,  it  has- 
been  found  to  compare  very  favorably 
with  all  except  Briar  Hill  coal,  and  even 
in  that  there  is  strong  doubt  in  the 
minds  of  experts  as  to  the  superiority  of 
the  latter.  I  may  say,  as  regards  the^ 
statement  of  my  hon.  friend  fix)m 
Fredericton,  it  is  well  known  that,  while 
it  is  true  that  New  Brunswick  is  not  a 
ooal  exporting  country,  yet  she  has 
always  derived  a  large  portion  of  her 
coal  from  Nova  Scotia,  and  there  is  no 
province  to-day  in  which  coal  is  sold 
more  cheaply  than  in  New  Brunswick.  If 
we  compare  the  prices  of  coal  here  to-day 
with  those  paid  in  the  United  States,  it 
will  be  foimd  they  are  so>  low  that  coal 
owners  have  not  been  enabled  to  declare 
a  dollar  of  dividend  on  the  capital  in- 
vested. I  do  not  know  that  there  are  two 
companies  in  the  entire  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia  who  have  been  enabled,  during 
the  past  five  years,  to  pay  a  dividend. 
This  small  increase  of  10c.  per  ton 
duty  will  have  a  good  efieot.  I  hope 
that,  by-and-by  we  will  be  able  to 
remove  the  whole  of  the  duty,  as  we  will 
have  reciprocity  in  the  coal  trade  with 
the  people  of  the  United  States.  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  ooal  owners  of  tlie 
United  States  will  be  quite  content  to 
give  us  our  natural  markets,  the  New 
England  States,  in  order  to  gain  access  for 
Peansylvania  coal  to  the  markets  of 
Ontario.  While  the  coal  owners  have 
probably  pressed  this  matter,  I  can  only 
say  that,  although  I  am  to  some  consider- 
able extent  interested  myself  in  coal 
operations,  and  can  speak  with  some 
degree  of  independence,  because  the 
mine  with  which  I  am  connected  is  not 
in  a  position  to  derive  any  benefit  from 
the  increase  of  duty  as  we  are  not  on  the 
St.  Lawrence,  the  Spring  Hill  mine, 
in  consequence  of  its  inland  position,  has 
never  been  enabled  to  derive  any  benefit 
from  the  tariff,  but  it  certainly  has 
benefited  the  coal  trade  of  Cape  Breton 
and  Pictou. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— When  I  spoke 
before,  I  had  not  read  the  Bill,  and  I 
was  under  the  impression  that  this  10c. 
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•extended  to  all  coal,  but,  after  reading 
the  Bill,  and  finding  that  it  refers  to 
bitaminous  coal  only,  I  find  it* will  not 
injure  the  people  of  New  Brunswick, 
where  we  use  the  anthracite  coal.  I  am 
glad  to  see  that  this  is  a  move  in  the 
right  direction  on  behalf  of  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia,  and  I  have  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  it  I  am  rather 
inclined  to  assist  Nova  Scotia  to  develope 
her  extensive  mineral  wealth,  and  if  we 
can  extend  her  coal  trade  to  this  part  of 
the  Dominion  we  shall  do  a  great  benefit 
to  the  countiy.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  feel  disposed  to  vote  for  the 
Bill.  It  is,  not  a  usual  occurrence  for 
foreign  coal  to  come  into  New  Bruns- 
wick as  ballast,  and,  if  it  does,  it  is  onQ 
of  the  accidents  of  trade  that  cannot  be 
helped.  Vessels  will  have  to  make  pro- 
vision for  some  other  ballast  instead  of 
•coal. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— This  Bill 
appears  to  me  to  be  just  such  a  sequel  to 
the  tariff  adopted  last  year  as  those  of  us 
who  watched  the  progress  of  protection 
in  the  United  States  would  have  antici- 
pated. It  seems  to  me  to  be,  for  the 
most  part,  a  readjustment  of  taxation 
and  an  increase  of  duties — a  transference 
from  the  free  list  to  the  taxed  list — and 
I  think  that  this  amendment  to  the  tariff 
will  find  just  as  little  favor,  in  the  Pro- 
vince from  which  I  come,  as  the  tariff 
itself.  It  is  but  a  few  days  since'  I  had 
-occasion  to  present  a  petition  in  this 
House,  signed  by  six  thousand  registered 
voters  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  including 
men  who  are  well-known  supporters  of 
the  present  Government,  but  who  could 
.come  to  no  other  conclusion  but  this  : 
that  the  tariff  was  doing  that  Province 
an  infinity  of  mischief.  I  do  not  believe 
that  this  Bill  will  serve  at  all  to  alter 
their  opinion.  Some  remarks  which  fell 
from  my  hon.  friend  from  New  Bruswick 
(Mr.  Wark)  are  strangely  confirmed  by  a 
pass'^ge  in  that  very  |)etition  to  which  I 
have  referred.  My  constituents  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  urge  upon  the  notice  of 
this  House  the  extent  of  the  injury  which 
their  shipping  is  receiving  from  the  ope- 
ration of  tiiis  tariff.  They  say  that, 
whereas,  formerly,  they  received  the 
greater  part  of  their  manufactured  goods 
from  Great  Britain,  now  they  have  re- 
course to  another  market  in  Canada,  and, 
in  consequence,  their  ships,  as  stated  with 
Hon,  Mr,  Dever. 


reference  to  the  coal  trade,  are  at  great 
disadvantage  in  finding  homeward  freight. 
The  exports  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
are  principally  agricultural  produce,  and, 
unless  return  cargo  can  be  found,  the  ship 
which  carries  to  Great  Britain  a  cargo  of 
oats,  for  instance,  must  be  under  great 
disadvantage.  This  is  one  of  the  disad- 
vantages my  constituents  complain  of, 
and  will  continue  to  complain  of. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— How  does  my 
hon.  friend  •  reconcile  that  statement 
with  the  fact  that  the  importations  of 
English  goods  has  largely  increased  this 
year,  relatively,  under  that  tariff? 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  will 
answer  that  by  reading  a  single  para- 
graph in  the  petition,  which  runs 
thus  : — 

"  That,  althoogli  onr  foreign  imports  have 
decreased  in  value  since  the  present  tariff 
came  into  operation,  as  against  the  imports  of 
the  previous  year,  we,  nevertheless,  have  actu- 
ally paid  a  larger  sum  for  duties  on  the  smaller 
value  of  imports ;  and,  incredible  as  it  may 
seem,  official  statistics  shew  that,  while  in 
the  year  1878  our  taxes  under  the  revenue 
tariff  were  19.02  per  cent,  they  swelled,  under 
the  protective  tariff  of  1879,  py  26.91 — an  in- 
crease of  over  41  per  cent,  upon  the  rate  of 
taxation  levied  under  the  custom  tariff  of  the 
late  Administration." 

That  is  my  answer  to  my  hon.  friend.  If 
any  corroboiation  of  the  fact  to  which  I 
have  just  alluded  w&ce  required,  this 
ought  to  suffice ;  that,  appended  to  that 
petition  from  which  I  have  quoted,  are 
the  names  of  men  who  are  well  known 
as  supporters  of  the  present  Government. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  in  this  debate 
on  the  subject  of  coal.  I  must  say  I  do 
not  agree  with  many  of  the  arguments 
of  hon.  •  gentlemen.  It  is  said  that 
the  duties  on  coal  are  for  the 
benefit  of  coal  owners  and  miners 
i]jL  Nova  Scotia  and  Cape  Breton.  It 
seems  to  me  the  best  way' to  benefit  the 
coal  trade  is  to  cheapen  transport  by  sea 
and  by  land,  to  cheapen  the  materials  of 
which  our  ships  are  built,  and  to  reduce 
the  cost  of  sailing  them ;  to  build 
cheap  [railways  by  consuming  cheap 
iron,  and  to  reduce  the  cost  of  transpor- 
tation on  these  railways.  In  that  way 
you  can  bring  the  coal  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  Cape  Breton  into  consumption  much 
better  than  by  imposing  duties  on  foreign 
coal.  In  my  view,  coal  is  an  article 
which  is  a  very  unfit  subject  for  taxation. 
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The  duties  upon  ifc  fall  with  peculiar 
rigour  upon  the  jioorer  classes.  Any 
wealthy  gentleman,  who  is  in  the  habit 
of  consuming,  say,  three  or  four  hundred 
dollars'  worth  of  authracite  coal  in  his 
residence  every  year  and  pays  taxes  upon 
it,  has  always  the  remedy  in  his  own 
hands  if  he  chooses  to  apply  it.  He  can 
put  out  some  of  his  fires.  But  what  is 
the  poor  man  to  do  t  He  must  continue 
to  •onsume  coal,  and  just  in  proportion 
418  the  price  of  coal  is  increased,  in  the 
same  proportion  will  the  burden  be  felt 
by  the  poor.  1  would  refer  the  House, 
for  one  moment,  to  the  enormous  progress 
which  the  English  coal  trade  has 
made  during  the  past  century.  Some 
years  ago,  the  British  metropolis 
used  principally  sea-borne  coal.  Now 
it  is  principally  brought  by  railways 
to  London  ;  but  that  is  a  small 
change  compared  to  the  external  trade 
that  has  sprung  up.  There  is  hardly  a 
coaling  station  in  the  world  that  is  not 
supplied  with  English  coal,  carried^  for 
the  most  part,  in  English  ships.  It  is 
because  of  its  cheapness  that  this  is  so, 
and  it  furnishes  a  lesson  by  which  we 
might  very  well  profit.  Not  only  has 
English  coal  found  its  way,  under  the 
Oobden  Treaty,  into  France,  where  it  is 
considered  a  great  boon,  but  the  late  Mr. 
Oobden  is  venerated  as  a  great  benefactor 
to  the  French  on  account  of  ihe  benefits 
5rhioh  the  working  classes  there  have  de- 
fived  from  the  treaty  that  he  n^^tiated. 
in  fact^  I  have  heard  it  said  that  gentle- 
man's death  was  aa  generally  lamented 
in  France  as  in  England  ;  and,  further, 
the  general  use  of  steam  power  in  France 
had  been  enormously  increased  in  conse- 
<)aence  of  the  introduction  of  chean  Eng- 
lish coal  under  the  Oobden  Treaty. 
Just  look  at  this  enormous  progress  of. 
the  English  coal  trade — a  progress  not 
altogether  unanticipated  by  those 
of  us  who  lived  and  thought 
forty  years  ago.  What  may  we 
not  expect  if  we  remove  all 
obstructions  of  costly  transport  from  the 
coal  trade  of  Nova  Scotia  ?  I  think,  then, 
our  principal  object,  instead  of  la3dng 
taxes  on  foreign  coal,  should  be  to  facili- 
tate the  transport  of  Nova  Scotia  coal  by 
every  means  in  our  power — ^by  cheap  ships, 
cheap  railways,  and  freedom  from  taxation 
on  materials  employed  in  the  construction 
of  these  ships  and  the  running  of  these 
Hon,  Mr,  Haytltome, 


railway  trains.  Knowing  that  the 
House  is  weary  of  this  subject,  I  do  not 
wish  to  go  into  it  at  greater  length  on 
this  occasion.  I  have  described  the  state 
of  public  feeling  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
with  reference  to  the  tariff  of  last  year, 
and  it  is  my  belief  that  the  amended 
tariff  will  not  alter  public  opinion  thereon. 
I  shall  not  give  my  support  to  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  told  us  as  plainly  as  he 
could  that  the  National  Policy  has 
resulted  in  what  we  all  anticipated  it 
would.  He  has  told  us  that,  although 
taxation  is  higher,  we  are  paying  no 
more  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  under  a  misap- 
prehension. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— I  understood  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  say  that,  although  the 
tariff  was  twenty-six  per  cent  on  tibe  im- 
portations, that  we  had  not  collected 
any  more  money  from  the  people  than 
whfen  it  was  nineteen  per  cent.  What 
we  aimed  at  was  that  the  imports  should 
decrease,  and  that  we  should  produce  for 
ourselves  those  things,  the  production  of 
which  was  suitable  to  our  countiy.  The 
hon.  gentleman's  statement  is  very 
conclusive  in  favor  of  the  tariff.  The 
hon.  •  gentleman  treats  with  indifference 
the  30,060  people  engaged  in  the  im- 
portant coal  trade  or  in  connection  there- 
with. We  started  out  with  the  idea 
that  we  should  all  give  and  take  under 
the  National  Policy  ;  that,  while  some 
provinces  might  feel  that  they  were 
treated  a  little  harshly  in  some  instances, 
other  provinces  would  be  treated  with 
equal  harshness  in  others.  We  do  not 
find  that  those  who  advocated  the 
National  Policy  a  few  years  ai^o  are  com- 
plaining now.  All  the  complaints  come 
from  those  who  made  up  their  minds  in 
advance  that  it  would  not  be  a  success. 
A  good  deal  has  been  said  about  the  pro- 
ducts of  one  part  of  the  Dominion  being 
taxed.  Nobody  would  like  to  be  taxed, 
I  suppose ;  but  we  must  keep  up  a 
revenue  in  order  to  go  on  with  our 
public  works.  We  find,  for  instance, 
that. the  article  of  spirits,  which  is  en- 
tirely produced  in  Ontario,  is  heavily 
taxed.  The  same  may  be  said  with 
refei*ence  to  tobacco,  malt,  ale  and  many 
things   of   that  kind.     The  hon.  gentle- 
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man  (Mr.  Hajrthorue)  says  that  the  tax 
on  coal  is  particularly  burdensome  on 
some  portions  of  the  people.  Does  not 
this  tax  on  ale,  spirits  and  tobacco  bear 
heavily  upon  a  portion  of  the  people? 
Is  it  not  a  tax  that  a  portion  of  the 
|>eople  do  not  share  at  all  1  Those  who 
do  not  use  those  articles  do  not  pay  the 
tax,  and  those  who  do  have  to  pay  the 
]>iper.  Of  course,  I  admit  that  that  is 
right.  Since  we  put  on  the  50c.  a  ton 
on  coal,  it  is  a  singular  fact  that  it  has 
been  cheaper  than  ever  before.  It  is  a 
fact  well  known  in  Ontario,  at  all  events. 

^Hon.  Mr.  HAYIHORNE— In  expla- 
nation of  my  statement,  I  desire  to  say 
that  I  read  from  a  paragraph  in  the 
petition  which  I  presented  in  tiiis  House 
some  ten  days  ago.  It  was  to  the  efieot 
that  the  foreign  imports  had  decreased 
in  value  under  the  tariff,  and  then  I  said 
that,  in  consequence  of  this  small  impor- 
tation, our  vessels  carrying  cargoes  of 
oats  to  Great  Britain  found  dilBcuIty  in 
getting  return  freights. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  remarks  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  would  leave  the  impres- 
sion on  the  House  and  on  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  this  country,  that 
our  taxation  has  been  increafled  from 
19  to  26  per  cent,  by  the  change  of  tariff. 
Now,  the  premises  on  which  he  tried  to 
found  that  conclusion  do  not  at  all  war- 
rant it.  The  hon.  gentleman  admits  that 
the  imports  under  a  revenue  tariff  were  a 
third  greater  than  they  have  been  under 
the  present  tarifi.  I  understand  by  the 
petition  that  imports  have  fallen  off  one- 
third  in  Prince  Edward  Island  since  the 
new  tariff  has  come  into  operation. 
Therefore,  if  the  amounts  of  money  ac- 
tually paid  into  the  treasury  by  the 
people  of  that  Province  were  even  less  than 
what  was  paid  under  the  old  tariff,  the 
percentage  on  the  imports  might  be 
much  larger,  because  they  are  one-third 
less  than  the  imports  of  former  years. 
That  does  not  justify  the  assertion  that 
the  taxation  of  the  people  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  has  been  incrf^sed  40  per 
cent,  by  the  change  of  tariff;  but  it 
means  that,  in  consequence  of  decreased 
importation,  the  rate  per  cent,  on  the 
imports  is  larger  than  on  the  importa- 
tions under  a  revenue  tariff.  That  is  the 
meaning  of  the  petition.  But  my  hon. 
Uon,  Mr.  Read, 


friend  would  send  the  impression  abroad 
through  the  country  that  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  are  taxed  40  per 
cent.  moi*e  in  the  amount  of  revenue 
raised  in  1879  than  they  were  under  the 
old  tariff.  I  think  that  impression  is 
altogether  inconsistent  with  the  facts, 
and  inconsistent  with  the  premises  from^ 
which  he  attempted  to  draw  his  con- 
clusion. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  must  have  misunder- 
stood my  remarks. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCLELAN— My  hon. 
friend  from  Belleville  (Mr.  Read)  speaks 
of  the  tariff  having  been  formed  on  a  give- 
and-take  policy.  So  far  as  New  Bruns- 
wick is  concerned,  it  appears  to  me  that 
it  is  rather  onesided,  and  is  all  give  and 
no  take.  Bo  far  as  agriculturists  are 
concerned,  they  are  taxed  connderably^ 
more,  and  they  do  not  contribute  greatly 
to  the  revenue  of  the  country.  They  pay 
considerably  more  to  the  manufacturers,, 
however,  than  they  did  formerly,  while 
they  get  nothing  in  return.  I  think  it 
is  perfectly  well  understood  that 
the  lumbermen  suffer  by  this  tariff,  that 
they  are  taxed  very  much  more  heavily 
for  their  pork  and  provisions  and  every- 
thing they  require  to  consume  in  carry- 
ing on  their  operations,  and  it  costs  their 
men  more  to  live  than  under  the  former 
arrangement.  Therefore,  so  far  as  that 
interest  iu  concerned,  it  is  all  ''  give  and 
no  take."  Then  so  far  as  the  fishing 
interest  is  concerned — and  a  very  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  people  of  New 
Brunswick  is  employed  in  that  industry^ 
— no  hon.  gentlemen  will  undertake  to 
shew  that  they  are  deriving  any  benefit 
under  this  protective  system  ;  but  in 
every  case  it  is  a  decidedly  one-sided  ar- 
rangement. I  could  go  on  further  and 
speak  of  the  ship-building  interest.  It 
is  a  little  surprising,'  inasmuch  as  that  is 
a  sort  of  manufacturing  industry,  that  it 
has  not  received  some  advantage,  while- 
other  manufactories  are  obtaining  from 
the  hard-earned  savings  of  the  people  of 
this  country  a  considerable  increase  in 
their  incomes.  Our  ship-building  indus- 
try, which  has  done  so  much  to  elevate* 
the  position  of  this  country  in  the  eyes 
of  the  civilized  world,  in  our  enormously 
increa^ng  tonnajjje,  has  I'eceived  no  en- 
couragement, but  i-ather  discouragement. 
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!rbere  is  an  increafie  of  taxatdon  oa  food 
and  clothing,  put  upon  .the  laborers,  of 
some  10  or  15  per  cent,,  whick  necessar- 
ily raised,  or  ought  to  have  raised,  the 
wages  of  the  employes  in  this  branch  of 
business.  Then,  again,  we  all  know  of 
the  increased  duties  on  materials  enter- 
ing into  the  construction  of  ships,  and 
we  know  that  the  drawback  which  was 
to  have  been  allowed,  and  which  was  to 
offset  the  increase  of  taxation,  has  only 
partially  met  the  increase.  Petitions, 
very  numerously  signed  by  gentlemen 
engageid  in  that  branch  of  industry,  have 
been  presented  claiming,  instead  of  50c. 
per  ton,  more  than  double  that 
amount  in  order  to  meet  the  increased 
burdens  imposed  upon  them.  So  far  as 
New  Brunswick  is  concerned,  I  cannot 
point  to  lEhy  industry  which  derives  any 
considerable  benefit  from  this  tarifil  On 
the  other  hand,  while  we  are  paying  a 
Tery  largely  increased  duty  on  the  ma- 
terials entering  into  the  country  for  con- 
sumption, we  are  not  paying  so  much 
into  the  treasury  of  the  country  as  into 
the  pockets  of  the  manufacturers,  who 
will  come  to  be  serviceable,  I  have  no 
doubt,  in  future,  in  supporting  Uie  Gov- 
ernment of  the  day,  but  who  do  not 
employ,  to  any  great  extent,more  laborers 
than  were  employed  before.  The  addi- 
tional duty  on  coal,  it  is  true,  as  some 
hon.  gentlemen  have  said,  may  benefit 
certain  wealthy  individuals  in  the 
County  of  Cumberland,  but  it  is  only  a 
small  portion  of  the  community  even 
there  who  are  the  gainers,  and  I  cannot 
see  how  it  benefits  even  them,  if  a  re* 
mark  that  was  dropped  by  Uie  hon. 
gentleman  from  Cumberland  (Mr.  Mac- 
farlane),  a  few  moments  ago,  that  the 
price  of  coal  has  not  increased,  is 
correct.  It  may  not  have  adv.anced 
the  price,  certainly,  if  the  depressing 
influences  of  a  vicious  trade  policy  have 
retarded  the  return  of  prosperity.  If  we 
want  to  benefit  the  manufacturing  indus- 
tries of  this  country,  is  it  by  putting  a 
duty  on  coal,  which  they  use  largely, 
that  we  are  going  to  do  it  ?  Are  there 
not  manufacturing  industries  in  the  other 
provinces  of  tbe  Dominion  that  employ 
laborers  as  well  as  those  coal  mining 
companies)  Are  there  no  other  men 
who  raquire  employment  besides  coal 
miners  %  Why,  then,  oppress  other  in- 
dustries! The  duty  upon  coal  is  not 
Uon.  Mr,  McCldaru 


meeting  the  object  which  was  evidently 
designed  by  the  promoters  of  this  protec- 
tive tariff.  It  oppresseiB  other  industries, 
and  falls  heavily  upon  the  whole  people 
of  the  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  wish  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  reference  to  the  question 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Amherst, 
with  regard  to  the  duty  on  coal.  My 
position  is  this :  I  am  not  a  believer  in 
protection  at  all,  but  if  we  are  to  have  a 
protective  tariff,  and  if  the  people  of 
Nova  Scotia  are  to  pay  an  increased  duty 
on  their  dry  goods,  groceries  and  bread- 
stufis,  we  should,  as  some  return,  get  a 
duty  on  coal  that  would  be  effectual. 
Notwithstanding  the  rather  decided  way 
in  which  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wal- 
lace speaks,  I  venture  to  say  that,  so  far, 
the  duty  has  not  been  very  effectual. 
The  output  of  t^e  coUierieis  in  Cape 
Breton  was  less  last  year  than  the  year 
previous.  There  was  a  slight  increase 
in  the  output  of  the  Pictoii  collieries ; 
and,  while  they  may  be  enabled  under  the 
tariff  to  send  coal  as  far  west  as  Montreal, 
I  am  quite  certain  that  the  present  duty 
will  not  allow  Pictou  or  Cape  Breton  to 
supply  coal  to  any  point  west  of  the 
Ottawa  River.  There  is  not  the  slightest 
probability  that  the  additional  duty 
of  10c.  will  materially  affect  the 
sale  of  ooal  in  Ontario.  In  order 
that  the  duty  shoidd  be  effectual  and 
secure  the  object  for  which  it  is  imposed, 
the  duty  on  coal  should  be  $1  per  ton. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

OBSTRUCTION  BY   WRECKS   REMOVAL 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  BUI  (107)  "To 
amend  the  laws  respecting  the  removal 
of  obstructions  in  navigable  waters  by 
wrecks."  He  said  :  In  1874  an  Act 
was  passed  to  provide  that  where  a  ves- 
sel was  wrecked  and  the  remains  inter- 
fered with  the  navigation  of  any  river 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Parliament 
of  Canada,  the  wreck  might  be  removed 
and  sold,  and  the  proceeds  might  be 
appropriated  in  the  first  place  to  paying 
the  expenses  of  removal,  and  then  any 
balance  that  remained  was  to  go  to  the 
owner  of  the  vessel.  It  has  turned  out 
that  these  obstructions  are  of  frequent 
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occurrence,  more  particularly  in  the 
small  rivers,  and  it  happens  sometimes 
that  the  cost  of  removing  the  wrecks  is 
not  met  by  the  sale  of  them.  This  Bill 
enacts  that,  where  a  wreck  is  an  obstruc- 
tion, and  it  has  to  be  removed,  the  pro- 
ceeds of  sale  shall  be  divided  in  the  way 
spoken  of,  but  if  it  should  be  insufficient 
to  pay  the  expense  of  removing  it,  the 
owner  shall  provide  for  the  deficiency. 
I  understand  that  it  is  principally  in  the 
smaller  rivers  these  obstructions  occur. 
A  vessel  gets  old  and  rotten,  and  sinks, 
and  the  owner  pays  no  further  attention 
to  it  The  Government  is  obliged  to 
remove  the  obstruction,  and,  ud1&  the 
expense  of  doing  so  can  be  got  out  of  the 
wreck,  it  is  but  fair  that  the  owner 
should  pay  a  portion  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  .HaYTHORNE— Is  the 
Bill  intended  to  apply  to  harbors  % 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-ll 
think  it  applies  to  all  navigable  waters. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Does  it 

apply  to  tidal  streams  1 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— It  would  apply 
to  harbors  and  other  navigable  waters. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— A  case 
occurred  in  Charlottetown  where  a  vessel 
had  to  be  lifted  at  the  expense  of  the 
owner.  Besides  the  loss  of  the  vessel,  it 
would  seem  to  be  a  very  heavy  tax  on 
the  unfortunate  owner,  unless  it  was  a 
small  river  where  the  vessel  grounded 
through  carelessness  or  something  of  that 
kind,  to  compel  him  to  pay  for  its 
removaL 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— In 
some  cases  the  Act  may  apply  harshly, 
but,  as  a  general  thing,  if  a  man's  vessel 
obstructs  a  harbor,  he  ought  to  remove 
it.  If  a  person's  carriage  is  wrecked  on 
a  public  highway,  and  it  obstructs  it,  he 
must  clear  it  away  and  allow  other 
people  to  pass.  In  the  same  way,  the 
harbors  and  streams  ai'e  for  the  benefit  of 
the  whole  community.  Everybody  is 
entitled  to  have  them  free,  as  far  as  they 
can  be  made  free,  of  obstruction,  and  if 
a  man  has  a  vessel  wrecked  from  other 
causes  than  from  his  own  carelessness,  he 
ought  to  have  it  removed  out  of  the  way 
of  his  neighbors. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER^The  question  is, 
whether  the  general  operation  of  the  Bill 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  OampbelL 


will  be  in  the  interest  of  the  public  There 
is  no  doubt  but  it  will.  Then  the  next 
question  that  arises  is  :  would  a  hardship 
growing  out  of  the  Bill  be  sufficient  to 
counteract  the  general  benefit  to  the 
public  1  If  it  would  not,  I  do  not  sea 
that  the  owner  should  not  contribute 
towards  taking  the  wreck  of  his  vessel 
out  of  the  way,  if  it  impedes  navigation. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— I  quite  agreo 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down.  A  man  loses  his  ship  ;  that 
is  his  loss,  and  the  public  lose,  by  the 
same  accident,  the  right  of  way.  It  is  an 
accident  to  both  parties,  and  I  do  not  seo 
why  one  party  should  sufifer  the  whole  d 
the  accident. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— He 
should  take  the  obstruction  (mt  of  the 
way. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— But  if  it  is  not 
his  fault,  why  should  one  man  be  made  to 
pay  for  the  loss  of  both  t  There  are  two 
parties  to  the  accident,  and  neither  party 
is  at  fault,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  it  i» 
a  very  unreasonable  thing  to  make  one 
party  bear  all  the  expense.  Supposing' 
it  is  an  act  of  €k>d  for  example  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Of 
course,  if  a  man  loses  his  ship,  one  is 
very  sorry  for  it ;  but  what  distinction  ia 
there  between  that  and  a  man  wrecking 
his  carriage  on  the  highway  1  If  they 
obstruct  their  neighbors,  they  mu.^^t 
remove  the  obstruction.  In  some  parti- 
cular cases,  a  man's  vessel  may  be  lost 
through  indifference  because  it  has  be- 
come useless,  and  if  it  is  left  because  it 
is  not  worth  while  bothering  about  it, 
then  it  becomes  an  obstruction  to  others^ 
and  it  is  not  reasonable  that  navigation 
should  be  impeded. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— I  think,  the 
parallel  between  the  ship  -  and  the 
carriage  is  not  well  drawn,  because  there 
is  no  comparison  in  value. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Substitute  a  rail- 
way  train  for  a  private  carriage,  and 
then  how  is  it  t 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— The  train  is 
wrecked  on  the  road  of  the  company 
who  use  it,  and  would  not  interfere  with 
a  public  highway. 

Hon.  Mr.  YIDAL— Suppose  it  to  be 
wrecked  on  a  crossing  t 
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Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN — Some  owners 
will  find  this  law  to  be  very  objection- 
able. A  vessel  might  be  sunk  by  col- 
lision, when  it  would  be  very  hard  indeed 
on  the  owner  after  losing  his  ship,  and, 
perhaps,  his  insurance,  to  be  compelled 
to  remove  the  wreck.  If  it  were  made 
optional  with  the  Government  to  sue,  it 
might  meet^  the  difficulty. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— There  is  another 
difficulty  that  may  arise.  I  do  not  know 
how  it  will  be  with  navigable  rivers, 
but  in  our  harbors  on  the  sea  coast,  ves- 
sels that  are  cast  away  very  often  belong 
to  foreigners,  and  how  are  you  going  to 
collect  fix>m  the  owners  the  cost  of  remov- 
ing the  wreck  1 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— With  regard  to 
the  objection  raised  by  the  hon.  gentl3- 
man  opposite  (Mr.  Wark),  he  will  find, 
on  reading  the  Bill,  that  it  is  not  impera- 
tive on  the  Government  to  proceed  against 
the  owners  for  these  costs.  It  does  not 
say  that  it  shall  be  recovered,  bi^t  that  it 
shall  be  recoverable;  it  simply  means 
that  the  Government  shall  have  the 
power,  if  a  case  is  presented  in  which  it 
would  be  a  hardship  and  injustice  to  pro- 
ceed for  the  recovery  of  the  money,  they 
need  not  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— I  consider 
this  Bill  to  be  one  of  very  great  import- 
ance, from  my  own  knowledge  of  Nova 
Scotia.  I  believe  there  is  very  ofben  a 
great  ^  deal  of  carelessAess  in  allowing 
abandoned  old  craft  to  fill  with  water 
and  sink  in  the  navigable  channel  of  a 
river  or  harbor,  to  the  inconvenience  and 
danger  of  other  vessels  that  may  enter  the 
port.  It  seems  to  me  that  all  these  ob- 
structions of  navigable  highways  should 
be  removed,  and  the  party  who  is  the 
means  of  putting  them  there  should  be 
liable  for  the  expenses  of  removing  them. 
The  hon.  member  from  Richmond  says 
it  is  in  the  discretion  of  the  Government 
to  say  whether  they  shall  make  a  charge 
upon  the  owners  for  removing  the  wreck, 
or  not,  but  as  a  great  deal  of  inconveni- 
ence and  loss  have  been  incurred  in 
consequence  of  allowing  those  sunken 
hulks  to  lie  in  navigable  channels,  I 
consider  that  this  discretionary  power  is 
a  very  wise  one.  I  do  not  think  the  Bill 
is  too  harsh  in  its  enactments  as  it  leaves 
the  discretionary  power  with  the  (Gov- 
ernment to  exact  the  expenses  connected 
Hon.  Mr.  Tidal 


with  the  removal  of  such  obstructions  if 
they  think  it  necessary.  I  will  therefore 
give  it  my  support. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN--Take  a  case  of  a 
foreign  vessel  being  sunk,  and,  perhaps, 
everyone  on  board  lost.  It  may  be  in  a 
place  which  impedes  the  entrance  to  a 
harbor,  and  is  a  great  public  injury. 
Who  then  will  be  obliged — if  this  law  is 
passed  in  the  way  it  is  proposed — to 
remove  the  hulk  ]  Those  who  are  the 
natural  conservators  of  the  harbor  wUt 
say  the  owner  must  be  sued,  and,  in  a 
pressing  case,  where  the  obstruciion  may 
be  of  very  great  injury  to  the  harbor,  in- 
stead of  going  to  work  at  once  to  have  it  - 
removed,  there  may  be  considerable 
delay  if  the  owner  has  to  be  compelled  to 
look  after  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  Government  will  at  once  set  to  work 
and  will  have  an  ultimate  claim  against 
the  owner. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 


AGENT    RESIDENT    IN    THE    UNITEI^ 
KINGDOM  BILL. 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (88) 
"  An  Act  for  the  appointment  of  a  Resi- 
dent Representative  Agent  in  the 
United  Kingdom."  He  said  :  The  sub- 
ject of  this  Bill  is,  I  am  sure,  familiar  to 
hon.  members  generally.  They  all  know 
what  has  been  done  in  the  matter,  and 
that  Sir  Alexander  Gait  has  gone  to 
England,  and  may  be  appointed  as  Com- 
missioner under  this  Bill,  should  it  be- 
come law.  The  circumstances  which 
suggested  such  a  measure  have  been  go* 
ing  on  from  year  to  year,  aocumulating 
in  force,  and  it  is  felt  that  it  will  be  of 
great  advantage  to  Canada  to  be  repre- 
sented  in  England  as  this  Bill  proposes 
we  shall  be  represented,  in  several 
respects,  particularly  with  regard  to  emi- 
gration from  Great  Britain  to  Canada, 
which  will  be  placed  on  a  much  better 
footing.  It  will  be  in  the  hands  of  a 
man  of  much  greater  and  wider  influ- 
ence, who  will  be  able  to  speak  for  the 
whole  Dominion  with  an  authority  and 

(advantage  which  we  have  not  yet  at- 
tained in  that  country.  Another  great 
advantage  will  be  that,  in  all  questions 
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of  tra  le  affecting  Canada,  we  shall  have 
a  ji:entleman  in  England  thoroughly 
familiar  with  all  oar  interests,  and  alto- 
gether identified  with  us  in  interest  as 
well  as  in  feeling,  ready  to  suggest  at 
once  and  take  an  active  part  in  all  mat- 
ters of  trade  and  all  treaties  affecting  the 
colonies  which  may  be  negotiated  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  other  countries. 
There  has  been  a  tendency,  of  late  years, 
in  the  Mother  Country,  to  recognize  the 
share  that  Canada  and  others  of  her 
colonies  have  in  the  treaties  negotiated 
between  Great  Britain  and  other  coun- 
tries. Our  status  has  been  improving 
in  that  way,  and  we  may  confidently 
hope  that,  in  the  future,  no  treaty  will 
be  negotiated  affecting  Canada  without 
the  active  assistance  of  some  person  re- 
presenting the  Dominion ;  that  all  our 
remonstrances  and  desires  will  be  lis- 
tened to,  and  we  cannot  hope  to  have 
them  pressed  with  more  force  than  by 
having  a  representative  of  our  own  in 
Great  Britain.  Another  advantage  will  be 
the  management,  to  a  very  great  extent, 
of  our  financial  affairs  in  that  country. 
Canada  has  now,  we  think "  and  believe, 
attained  a  position  in  the  world  that  our 
financial  arrangements  may  be  made,  I 
trust,  with  as  much  advantage  without 
the  assistance  of  the  financial  agents,  that 
we  have  had  representing  us  for  so  many 
years.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  will 
be  positively  the  case  ;  no  doubt  it  has 
been  of  great  advantage  to  us  to  have 
had  in  England,  for  so  many  years,  as 
the  financial  representatives  of  the 
country,  so  to  speak,  the  great  houses 
who  have,  up  to  this  moment,  represent- 
ed us  in  that  country  — Baring  Brothers 
and  Glynn,  Mills  &  Co.  I  have  no  doubt 
their  high  standing  and  the  active  part 
they  have  taken  in  all  loans  negotiated 
for  Canada  have  been  very  useful,  but, 
perhaps,  we  have  attained  to  the  position 
in  which  we  can  stand  on  our  own  merits. 
If  SD,  a  very  great  saving  can  be  effected, 
for  we  can  only  get  the  assistance  of 
those  financial  agents  by  a  very  consider- 
able expenditure  in  the  way  of  commis- 
sion. 1  notice  that  the  Minister  of 
Finance  stated  that,  without  reference 
to  any  large  transactions  for  loans, 
the  ordinary  amount  paid  for  com- 
mission in  England  on  the  payment  of 
our  interest  amounts  to  $45,000  or 
$50,000.  In  saving  that,  an  important 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  CamphelL 


item  of  economy  can  be  effected,  and, 
whether  or  not  we  might  successfully 
conduct  our  future  loans  when  they  be- 
come necessary,  without  the  assistance 
of  financial  agents,  will  still  remain  a 
matter  of  surmise.  It  will  not  neces- 
sarily follow  that  if  we  have  a  High  Com- 
missioner there,  we  will  not  avail  our- 
selves of  agents  m  London  who  may  be 
in  a  position  to  render  assistance  should 
.it  be  thought  necessary.  I  am  quite 
confident,  so  far  as  any  opinion  can  be 
formed  by  us  now,  that  the  financial 
agents  will  be  the  persons  to  whom  we 
will  resort  in  case  we  require  other 
assistance  than  our  own  Commissioner. 
But  in  the  future  we  will  derive  three 
advantages,  to  which  I  have  referred : 
that  of  placing  immigration  on  a  better 
footing ;  that  of  being  in  a  better  po- 
sition to  look  after  our  own  interests  in 
case  of  treaties  made  by  Great  Britain, 
and  in  looking  after  our  finaacial  affairs  ^ 
in  London. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  am  sure 
that  this  Bill  will  be  sanctioned  most 
cordially  by  the  Senate,  and  that  this 
appointment  will  be  most  acceptable  to 
the  people,  from  their  long  knowledge  of 
Sir  Alex.  Gait  as  a  public  man.  The 
time  has  arrived  when,  looking  at  the 
progress  of  the  Dominion,  we  require  a 
gentleman  to  represent  us  in  London  as 
a  High  Commissioner.  We  have  passed 
the  period  when  a  mere  immigration 
agent  will  suffice.  There  are  matters 
not  only  relating  to  immigration  and 
proposed  treaties  affecting  our  general 
interests,  but  also  of  a  financial  char- 
acter, which  require  the  presence  of  such 
a  representative  in  England.  This  ap- 
pointment bears  testimony  to  the  alert- 
ness of  our  Government,  and,  notwith- 
standing the  insinuation  of  a  member  of 
this  House  that  it  will  not  result  in 
economy.  I  will  shew  that  it  will  by  the  fol- 
lowing statement  of  commissions  paid  our 
London  financial  agent  in  1878-79,  a 
considerable  part  of  which  would  have 
been  saved  ^  Sir  Alex.  Gait  had  been 
appointed  a  year  ago  : — 

OOMIflSSIONS  PAID  IN  1878-79  TO  L0RD05  AGBMTS. 

£       a.  d.  $      •« 

1.  Glynn,  Mills 
&  Co.,  Com- 
missions        12,114     7  11       68,959  00 

2.  Baring  Bros,  k 

Co 15,012     3  11       73,059  0« 
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£       s.   d  $      c. 

3.  Qlynn,  Ifilli, 
Currie  k]  Co., 
and  6  a  r  i  n  1^ 

Broi 1,2M     3     t        $,IU  00 

4.  Bank  %{  Mug- 

land 91   10     0  446  80 

5.  Morton,  Boie 

k  Co 7t     7     2  381  34 

6.  Crown  Agent 

for  Colonies...  286  14     4        1,390  48 

7.  Bank  of  Mon- 

trcal 157    3     4  764  88 

8.  Sir  John  Rote         1,984  18  11        9,859  58 


£30,993     7     3  $150,836  58 

As  I  have  said,  it  shews  some  practical 
judgment  on  the  part  of  our  Finance 
Minister  and  his  colleagues,  that  thej 
have  fallen  upon  this  plan  of  sending,  as 
our  representative*  to  London,  a  gentle- 
man who  has  been  so  long  known  in  the 
Dominion.  Against  Sir  Alex.  Gait, 
who  has  been  upwards  of  a  quarter  of  a 
century  in  public  life,  there  has  never 
been  any  charge  preferred.  He  possesses 
a  combination  of  qualities  which  emi- 
nently fit  him  to  fill  this  position.  He 
is  a  gentleman  of  whom  we  may  be  justly 
proud.  In  addition  to  his  financial  and 
parliamentary  experience,  he  is  a  bril- 
liant debater.  At  a  London  public  ban- 
quet or  meeting  he^ould  be  a  creditable 
representative  of  this  Dominion.  He 
possesses  the  power  to  hold  his  own  at 
any  meeting  of  the  statesmen  of  Europe. 
Behold  how  ably  he  managed  to  secure 
justice  to  the  Dominion  in  the  amount 
of  the  fishery  award  !  I  have  the  greatest 
possible  pleasure,  as  a  humble  member  of 
the  Senate,  in  supporting  the  Bill,  and 
in  expressing  the  belief  that  the  appoint- 
ment will  be  sanctioned  by  Parliament 
and  meet  with  the  approval  of  the 
<50untry. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  am  afraid  that 
my  hon.  friend  is  rather  sanguine  in  an- 
ticipating that  this  enormous  saving  will 
be  effected  through  this  appointment; 
but  we  must  all  agree  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  made  a  wise  selection  in  the 
appointment  of  their  High  Commissioner. 
I  will  not  follow  my  hon.  friend  in  des- 
canting upon  his  high  qualities,  which 
are  well  known  to  every  member  of  this 
House.  I  rise  to  ask  the  Minister  of 
Militia  for  some  information  as  to  this 
most  important  part  of  the  duty  of  the 
High  Commissioner  in  the  second  clause, 
— to  take  charge  of,  supervise  and  control 
i/on.  Mr.  Alexcmder, 


all  the  immigration  offices  and  agencies 
in  ttie  United  Kingdom.  That  has 
been  adverted  to,  but  we  have 
had  no  explanation  as  to  the 
extent  of  the  supervision  which  is  to 
be  exercised  by  the  High  Commissioner. 
We  have  a  very  large  establishment 
there  at  present,  presided  over  by  Mr. 
Annand.  I  should  like  to  know  how  far 
he  is  to  be  superseded  in  the  control  of 
that  department  by  the  appointment  of  a 
High  Commissioner,  and  what  position 
he  is  to  retain  after  the  Commissioner 
takes  possession  of  his  office.  My  im- 
pression is,  and  has  been  for  a  very  long 
time,  that  the  Canadian  Government  are 
paying  very  dear  for  their  whistle  in 
these  offices  in  London,  and  I  shall  be 
glad  to  hear  that  the  result  of  the  policy 
that  is  embodied  in  this  Bill  will  be  to 
very  much  diminish  the  expense  of  the 
Emigration  Office  in  London,  because  I 
do  not  conceive  that  that  is  an  expense 
commensurate  with  the  results  that 
we  have  obtained.  It  is  well 
known  that  of  late  the  tendency  has  been 
to  discourage  indiscriminate  immigration 
into  this  country.  Hence  we  are  cer- 
tainly not  so  much  called  upon  to  incur 
a  large  amount  of  expense  with  a  view  to 
encourage  that  branch  of  the  public  ser- 
vice. I  ask  for  information  with  regard 
to  this  part  of  the  Bill  relating  to  im- 
migration. What  is  expected  to  be  the 
result  as  to  expense  of  appointing  the 
High  Commissioner?  With  regard  to 
the  matter  of  expense,  I  think  it  will 
not  result  in  the  enormous  saving  which 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock  has 
told  the  Hotise  that  it  will ;  still  I  think 
there  is  quite  enough  in  the  explanation 
offered  by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia 
to  shew  that  really  the  appointment  will 
not  lead  to  any  increase  of  expenses ; 
but  I  hope  it  will  also  result  in  a  very 
large  diminution  of  the  expenses  in 
maintaining  the  relations  that  we  desire 
to  retain  in  London.  Can  my  hon. 
friend  give  any  information  as  to  the 
probable  result  of  this  appointment  in 
relation  to  the  very  interesting  question 
of  emigration  from  England  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
speak,  of  course,  without  having  had  the 
opportunity  of  deciding  finally,  and  with- 
out a  thorough  knowledge  of  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, as  to  the  best  course  to  be 
pursued,  but,  so  far  as  we  have  been 
32 
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able  to  decide,  the  plan  which  we  propose 
to  adopt  is  this  :  that  Sir  Alex.  Gait 
shall  take  charge  of  the  imiiigration  in 
the  place  of  Mr.  Annand.  All  the  other 
officers,  including  Mr.  Annand,  will  be 
placed  under  Sir  Alex.  Gait,  and  the 
responsibility  of  the  whole  Immigration 
Department  shall  be  his.  Mr.  Annand, 
it  is  thought,  will  be  more  useful,  pro- 
bsblj,  in  the  financial  office  which  Sir 
Alex.  Cktlt  will  have  to  establish  there. 
I  understand  that  Mr.  Annand  is  a 
gentleman  of  considerable  attainments  in 
the  way  of  book-keeping  and  knowledge 
of  financial  matters,  and  it  is  proposed,  so 
flEkr  as  we  have  now  decided,  that  his 
serrices  shall  be  aTailed  of  more  in  that 
branch  of  the  service  to  be  conducted  by 
Sir  Alex.  Ga.lt,  and  less  in  that  of  im- 
migration. That  is  the  belief  that  we 
have  now,  and  it  is  with  that  view  that 
Sir  Alex.  GaJt  left  this  country  and  im- 
teaded  to  act ;  but  whether,  after  arriving 
there,  he  might  recommend  the  adoption 
of  some  other  course,  I  will  not  vouch, 
and  I  want  to  guard  myself  against  that. 
"With  reference  to  the  switement  made 
by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock 
(Mr.  Alexander)  as  to  the  amount  paid 
last  year  for  commissions,  etc.,  in  Lon- 
don, no  doubt  that  statement  is  correct, 
but  I  should  be  sorry  if  the  House  or 
the  country  should  imagine  that  the 
Government  anticipates  saving  any  such 
large  sum  as  that.  I  indicated  more 
closely  what  I  did  believe  could  be  saved 
— ^the  commissions  on  interest  paid  in 
London,  about  $50,000  a  year.  The 
commissions  mentioned  in  the  Public 
Accounts  are  oommissions  on  large  loans. 
Whether  or  not  it  might  be  found  to  the 
advantage  of  the  country  to  employ 
anybody  but  t^e  High  Commis- 
sioner in  negotiating  these  loans 
is  a  matter  to  be  decided  hereafter. 
Suppose,  some  years  hence,  a  large 
loan  were  needed  for  this  country : 
it  might,  if  interest  were  low  and  no- 
thing had  occurred  at  that  period  to  de- 
preciate the  credit  of  Canada,  be  that  the 
€h>vemment  would  think  that  the  loan 
could  be  negotiated  as  well  by  the  High 
Commissioner  as  if  we  had  obtained  t^e 
assistance  of  financial  agents;  or,  it 
might  be  that  the  High  Commissioner 
would  think  it  desirable,  and  would  save 
enough  in  the  price  ef  the  loan  by 
getting  gentlemen  such  as  our  present 
Hon.  Sir  Alex,  Campbell, 


agents  to  assist  him,  and  might 
find  it  to  the  interest  of  the  country 
to  employ  some  of  those  agents. 
In  the  one  case,  if  the  circumstancea 
favored  the  negotiation  of  the  loan  by  the 
High  Commissioner  individually,  without 
the  assistance  of  agents,  be  would  efiect  a 
large  saving  ;  in  the  other  case,  it  might 
be  necessary  to  seek  assistance,  and 
the  saving  would  be  less.  We  cannot 
speak  positively  except  as  to  the  savings 
of  commissions  on  the  payments  of 
interest.  I  hope  and  believe  that  the 
result  will  be  advantageous  to  Canada. 
It  seems  to  promise  so  now  in  every  way 
in  which  one  can  form  a  judgment. 
The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time 


PONTIAC  AND  PACIFIC  JUNCTION 
RAILWAY  COMPANY'S  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  YIDAL,  in  the  absence  of 
Hon.  Mr.  Scott,  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (71)  "An  Act  to  incor« 
porate  the  Pontiac  and  Pacific  Junction 
Railway  Company." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
BUI  was  read  the  second  time. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (32)  "  An  Act  respecting  the 
Montreal  Assurance  Company." — (Mr. 
Ryan.) 

Bill  (57)  "An  Act  to  amend  and 
consolidate  the  several  Acts  relating  to 
the  North-West  Territories."— (Sir  Alex^ 
Campbell.) 

INLAND  REVENUE  BILL. 
IN    COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration 
of  Bill  (7)  "  An  Act  to  consolidate  and 
amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  Inland 
Revenue." 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR  thought  that 
thirty  pounds  of  tobacco  to  each  adult 
was  too  much.  Those  who  used 
tobacco  should  be  compelled  to  contribute 
to  the  revenue  whether  they  used  an 
imported  aiticle  or  cultivated  it  for 
themselves.  It  was  a  miserable,  useless 
narcotic  at  best,  and  the  use  of  it  should 
not  be  encouraged.  It  should  be  treated 
in  the  same  way  as  whiskey.  A  man- 
was  not  allowed  to  distil  liquor  for  his- 
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family,  and  he  should  not  be  allowed  to 
cultivate  tobacco  either.     He  moved  that 
the  amount  be  fixed  at  ten  pounds,  the 
same  as  it  had  always  been  before. 
The  motion  was  declared  lost. 

On  the  11  th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  DEYER  said  that  he  did 
not  approve  of  the  Excise  Department. 
In  New  Brunswick  there  had  been 
nothing  of  the  kind  prior  to  Confedera- 
tion, yet  the  duties  had  been  collected  at 
very  much  less  expense.  When  they 
wanted  spirits  they  imported  it,  and  got 
a  good  article.  He  thought  that  the 
country  would  be  greatly  benefited  if 
we  turned  our  attention  to  promoting  a 
direct  trade  with  France  and  other  coun- 
tries where  such  liquors  were  produced. 
It  would  give  employment  to  our  ship- 
ping and  improve  other  industries  of  the 
Dominion. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  1 7  th  section, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  said  that  this  sec- 
tion related  to  compounding  spirits,  to 
which  attention  had  been  called  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Ottawa  (Mr.  Scott)  at 
the  second  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  said  that  it  had 
never  existed  on  our  Statute  books  be- 
fore 1874.  It  had  been  introduced  in 
the  Senate  by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Ot- 
tawa himself.  The  **  compounding" 
mentioned  in  the  Act  did  not  neceesaiily 
mean  adulteration  of  liquors ;  such  adul- 
teration as  had  been  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Ottawa  would  bring 
the  offender  under  the  penalties  provided 
by  the  Adulteration  of  Food  Act. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Alter  the  39th  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  introduced  the 
following  new  section  : — 

M  Except  for  the  necessary  continuance  of 
some  process  of  manufiEu;tare  previously  com- 
menced  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business, 
persons  licensed  under  this  Act  shall  not 
transact  any  business,  nor  perform  anj  act, 
operation  or  process  of  manu&cture  during 
Sunday  in  the  premises  mentioned  or  referred 
to  in  the  license  held  by  him  that  will  re- 
quire, under  any  regulation  then  in  force,  the 
supervision  cnr  attendance  of  an  officer  of 
Inland  Revenue 

« 1.  No  act,  operation  or  process  of  manu- 
fiiotve,  for  the  supervision  ot  which  the  pre- 
sence  of  an  officer  of  Inland  Bevenue  is 

Hon,  Mr.  Reeaor. 


required  by  any  reg^ation  then  in  force,  shall 
be  done  in  any  licensed  premises  before  the 
hour  of  six  o'clock  in  the  morning,  nor  after 
six  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  except  when  per- 
mitted by  departmental  regulations. 

<'2.  Whenever  any  business,  act,  operation  or 
process  of  manu^Eu^ure,  for  the  supervision  of 
which  the  presence  of  an  officer  of  Inland 
Revenue  is  required  by  any  regulation  then  in 
force  is  carried  on  or  done  in  any  premises 
licensed  under  this  Act,  before  eight  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  during  the  dinner  hour,  or 
after  six  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  the  person 
in  whose  premises  the  business,  act,  operation 
or  process  is  carried  on  or  done  shall  pay  for 
the  attendance  of  the  officer  or  officers  during 
the  extra  time  they  are  so  employed,  at  such 
rate  as  may  be  determined  by  departmental 
regulations  in  that  behalf." 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  87th  clause,  relating  to  the 
refuse  from  tobaoco  factories, 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  suggested 
that,  instead  of  burning  the  stems  and 
sweepings,  they  should  be  utilized  for 
manure. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  replied  the  diffi- 
culty was  that  there  might  be  something 
more  than  stems  and  sweepings  if  that 
were  allowed.  The  quantity  of  such 
refuse  could  not  be  large. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

The  Committee  rose  and  reported  the 
Bill,  with  amendments,  which  were  con- 
curred in. 

The  House  adjourned  at  six  o'clock. 


THE  SENATE. 

Tuesday,  May  4th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  eleven 
o'clock  a.m. 

Pi-ayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

The  following  BUls  were  read  the  third 
time  and  passed,  without  debate  : — 

Bill  (71)  ''An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Pontiac  Pacific  Junction  Railway." 
—(Mr.  Vidal.) 

BUI  (106)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend 
an  Act  respecting  the  Harbor  of  Pic  ton, 
in  Nova  Scotia." — (Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (117)  ''An  Act  to  repeal  the 
Act  42  Yict,  cap.  5,  for  granting  mn 
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annual  subsidy  towards  certain  telegra- 
phic communication." — (Sir  Alex.  Camp- 
bell.) 

Bill  (109)  "  An  Act  to  authorize  the 
raising  of  a  further  sum  to  enable  the 
Quebec  Harbor  Commissioners  to  com- 
plete their  tidal  dock." — (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 

Bill  (1 10)  "An  Act  to  enable  the 
Harbor  Commissioners  of  Montreal  to 
pay  a  life  annuity  to  the  widow  of  the 
late  Hon.  John  Young." —  (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 

Bill  (108)  «  An  Act  for  extending  the 
Consolidated  Act  of  1879,  respecting 
duties  imposed  on  promissory  notes  and 
bills  of  exchange,  to  the  whole  Domin- 
ion."— (Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (84)  "An  Act  to  amend  the 
General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  and  the 
Act  amending  it." 

Bill  (102)  "An  Act  to  am«nd  the  Act 
42  Vict.,  cap.  16,  intituled  '  An  Act  to 
alter  the  duties  of  Customs  and  Excise.' " 
-^(Sir  Alex.  CampbeU.) 

Bill  (107)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  law 
respecting  the  removal  of  obstructions  in 
navigable  waters  by  wrecks." — (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 

Bill  (88)  "  An  Act  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Resident  Representative  Agent  for 
Canada  in  the  United  Kingdom." — (Sir 
Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (7)  "  An  Act  to  consolidate  and 
amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  Inland 
Revenue." — (Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 


INTEREST   ON    MONEYS   SECURED   BY 
MORTGAGE  OF  REAL  ESTATE  BILL. 

THIRD    HEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT  moved  the  third 
reading  of  Bill  (II)  "  An  Act  relating 
to  interest  on  moneys  secured  by  mort- 
gage of  real  estate." 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  moved,  in  amend- 
ment, that  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  the 
third  time,  but  that  it  be  further  amended 
as  follows : — 

«  Pag6  2,  line  d. — After  <  Mortgage '  insert 
<  Provided  that  this  section  shall  apply  only  to 
mortgages  mentioned  in  the  Ist  section  of 
this  Act,  and  to  all  loans  by  incorporated 
companies  secured  by  mortgage  in  any  manner 
whatsoever." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  sug- 
gested that  some  words  should  be  added 
Third  Readings. 


so  as  to  inchide  companies  incorporated 
elsewhere  than  in  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  thought  the  lan- 
guage was  so  general  that  it  would  include 
companies  incorporated  anywhere. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
doubted  very  much  if  it  would  include 
Scotch  companies.  He  would  suggest 
that  the  words,  "  whether  so  incorporated 
under  the  laws  of  the  Dominion  or  other- 
wise," should  be  added  after  the  words, 
"  Incorporated  Companies,"  in  the  amend- 
ment 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  said  that  his 
objection  to  this  amendment  still  re- 
mained ;  that  there  was  an  unnecessary 
and  unreasonable  restriction  as  to  the 
time  in  which  loans  should  be  repaid, 
while  the  borrower  could  not  be  required 
to  pay  back  the  money  at  any  time  until 
the  end  of  the  term  of  the  loan. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH  contended  that 
private  individuals  should  stand  on  the 
same  footing  as  companies,  otherwise 
private  lenders  would  raise  money  from 
companies  and  loan  it  for  fifteen  or 
twenty  years,  place  the  securities  in  the 
hands  of  the  companies,  and  have  their 
commission  out  of  the  borrower. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  the  very 
object  of  the  legislation  was  to  restrict 
companies  from  certain  practices  in 
conducting  their  business,  and  not  to 
interfere  with  private  arrangements 
between  man  and  man.  He  believed 
that  the  whole  of  this  section  was  ultra 
vires;  that  this  Legislature  had  no 
power  to  interfere  with  contracts  between 
individuals. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  was  in  favor 
of  having  private  lenders  brought  under 
the  same  conditions  as  companies  were 
subjected  to,  and  believed  that  the  bor- 
rower should  be  allowed  to  repay  a  loan 
at  the  end  of  five  years,  if  he  desired, 
by  paying  a  penalty  for  doing  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  MoCLEL  AN  said  that  com- 
panies incorporated  under  charters  had 
the  advantage  of  special  legislation,  under 
which  the  evils  complained  of  had  grown 
up.  There  was  a  great  difference  in  bor- 
rowing from  private  individuals  and  bor- 
rowing from  loan  companies,  and  he 
thought  that  the  amendment  proposed 
by   the  hon.   member  from    Richmond 
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would  make  the  Bill  very  much  clearer 
and  more  consistent  with  the  object  for 
which  it  had  been  introduced. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS  did  not  knew 
whether  the  amendment  would  make  the 
Bill  more  consistent  with  itself  or  not, 
but  he  did  not  cpnsider  that  the  charges 
brought  against  the  loan  societies,  on  the 
floor  of  this  House,  had  been  sustained 
during  the  debate.  If  the  Senate  were 
going  to  yield  to  the  clamor  that  had 
been  raised  against  those  societies,  why 
should  tliey  leave  the  gate  open  for  the 
introduction  and  perpetuation  of  the  very 
evils  which  this  BUI  was  intended  to 
remedy  and  remove,  in  the  future,  by 
placing  private  lenders  in  a  different 
position  irom  loan  companies  1 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT  regretted  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond  had 
thought  it  necessary  to  bring  in  this 
amendment,  as  he  feared  it  would  be  the 
means  of  destroying  this  Bill  by  making 
it  a  sort  of  class  legislation.  He  did  not 
see  why  private  individuals  should  not  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  companies. 
If  they  commenced  this  sort  of  class 
legislatioi,  it  would  only  be  the  means  of 
causing  agitation  through  the  country, 
and,  in  the  end,  they  would  have  to 
amend  the  Act  again.  Therefoi*e,  he 
thought  it  was  better  to  allow  iAie  Bill  to 
stand  as  it  was.  Under  the  circumstan- 
ces of  the  case  it  would  be  better  to  allow 
the  constitutionality  of  the  Act  to  be 
decided  by  the  courts  of  law.  He  was 
satisfied  that,  if  the  Bill  was  amended  in 
the  way  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Eichmondr  proposed,  thej  would  be 
legislating  in  favor  of  individuals  or 
companies  who  wished  to  take  advantage 
of  a  man's  necessities. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER  would  support 
the  amendment,  because  he  did  not  con- 
sider it  was  a  fair  battle  at  all.  He  felt 
that  it  was  combinations  against  private 
individuals,  as  it  was  well  known  that 
loaning  institutions  were  wealthy  cor- 
porations. They  had  the  advantage  over 
private  individuals ;  they  had  not  only 
complete  organizations,  but  they  had 
large  staffs  of  officers,  with  handsome 
salaries  that  were  being  paid  out  of 
moneys  made  out  of  the  necessities  of 
the  people.  Private  individuals  loan- 
ed money  at  certain  rates  of 
interest,  and  they  could  notimpose  fines  or 
Hon,  Mr,  McClelan, 


penalties,  and  the  borrower  knew  what 
he  had  to  pay.  He  would  give  an  in- 
stance of  the  manner  in  which,  those  loan 
companies  dealt  with  borrowers.  He 
knew  of  an  honest  man  who  had  bor- 
rowed some  $700  from  a  company,  for 
which  he  promised  to  pay  $10  a  month 
until  the  principal  and  interest  would  be 
paid  up.  After  paying  for  eight  or  ten 
years  at  the  rate  of  $10  a  month,  he 
found,  at  the  end  of  that  time,  that  the 
principal  was  as  much  as  ever.  He  be- 
lieved it  was  quite  clear  that  the  instal- 
ment plan  of  paying  back  money  was  an 
expensive  one  to  the  borrower,  and  that 
those  great  combinations  who  loaned 
money  would,  if  they  were  allowed  to 
continue  under  the  present  law,  mon- 
opolize all  the  means  of  the  country.  For 
this  reason  he  felt  bound  to  support  the 
amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH  contended  that 
there  was  no  system  in  the  world  so 
good  for  the  borrower  as  paying  by  in- 
stalments, with  interest  on  the  unpaid 
capital  yearly. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  said  that 
this  Bill  allowed  more  than  that,  it 
allowed  the  interest  to  be  compounded, 
and  he  feared  that  the  effect  of  it  would 
be  to  raise  a  feeling  of  antagonism 
between  the  lender  and  borrower.  Com- 
panies would  take  all  the  advantage  of 
this  Bill,  whenever  they  could  take  it, 
but  it  would  not  cure  any  of  the  evils 
that  were  sought  to  be  diminished. 
The  only  good  clause  in  it  was  the  one 
doing  away  with  fines  and  penalties  for 
the  npn-payment  of  interest,  but  the 
company  could,  otherwi^  do,  under  this 
bill,  whatever  they  haS  done  before. 
So  long  as  they  wrote  across  the  face  of 
the  mortgage  a  statement  of  the  rate  of 
interest  it  bore,  they  could  charge  what- 
ever interest  they  liked,  and  compound  it 
every  month  if  they  desired  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  said  that  the  great 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  let  bori-owers 
know  the  rate  of  interest  they  were 
required  to  pay.  Under  the  instalment 
system,  not  one  man  in  a  hundred  knew 
what  the  amount  of  his  payments  would 
be.  According  to  his  (Mr.  Read's)  cal- 
culations, on  a  loan  of  $1,000  for  twenty 
years,  at  9J  per  cent,  a  man  would 
pay,  by  the  instalment  system,  $5,564. 
That  was  a  fact   which  people   ought  to 
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know,  and  which,  he  believed,  they  did 
not  know  at  present. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  said  that,  when  this 
legislation  was  at  first  contemplated,  the 
intention  was  to  confine  it  entii*ely  to 
building  societies,  but  the  other  House 
had  decided  to  apf^jr  it  to  all  mortgages, 
and  that  was  the  shape  in  which  the  Bill 
had  reached  the  Senate.  If  this  amend- 
ment were  accepted,  it  would  draw  a 
lime  of  demarcation  between  the  different 
classes  of  lenders,  which,  he  considered, 
would  be  unfortunate,  in  view  of  the 
design  of  the  Bill.  If  it  could  not  go 
through  without  an  amendment,  he  (Mr. 
Hope)  should  prefer  to  have  the  5th 
section  struck  out  altogether.  The 
amendment  which  had  been  adopted  at 
a  former  stage,  requiring  the  calculations 
of  interest  to  be  made  yearly,  instead  of 
half-yearly,  was  unfavorable  to  the  bor- 
rower, because,  when  the  interest  was 
chargeable  half-yearly,  it  left  him  less  to 
pay,  allowance  being  mide  for  repay- 
ments. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  opposed 
the  amendment,  because  he  believed  that 
the  interests  of  the  public  required  to  be 
protected  just  as  much  against  the  ex- 
orbitant demands  on  the  part  of  private 
lenders  as  against  companies.  Private 
lenders  who  made  moderate  charges 
would  not  be  at  all  affected  by  the  Bill. 

The  Senate  divided  upon  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  adopted  by  the  follow- 
ing vote : — 

Contents : 

Hoj(L  Messrs. 
V     Gimrd, 
Grant, 

McClelan,  (Hopewell) 
McLelan  {Londonderry) 
MacDonald, 
Macfiurlane, 
Miller, 
Hontgomerj, 
Odell, 
PAquet, 
Pelletier, 
Penny, 
Power, 
Pozer, 
Trudel, 
Wark.— 32.* 


Archibald, 

Armand, 

Baillargeon, 

Botsford, 

Boucherville,  De, 

fiourinot, 

Boyd, 

Brouse, 

Bureau, 

Chaffers, 

Chapais, 

Cormier, 

Dever, 

Dickey, 

Dickson, 

Dumouchel, 


NoN-CONTENTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Aikins,  Allan, 

Alexander,  Benson, 

Hon.  Mr,  Read, 


Kaulbach, 

Leonard, 

McBiaster, 

Macphersoft  {Speaker) 

Bead, 

Reeeor, 

Smith, 

Stevens, 

Vidal— 22. 


Campbell,  Sir  Alex., 

Cornwall, 

Perricr, 

Flint, 

Oibbs, 

Qlasier, 

HajTthome, 

Hope, 

Hamilton  {Kingston) 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  moved  to  strike 
out  the  5th  clause  altogether. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  rejected  by  the  follow- 
ing vote  : — 

Contents : 


Hon.  Messrs. 


Allan, 

Benson, 

Botsford, 

Bourinot, 

Cornwall, 

Dickson, 

Ferrier, 

Oibbs, 

Grant, 

Hope, 


Leonard, 

McClelan  {JEfopewell), 

McMaster, 

Macpherson  {l^peaker)^ 

Penny, 

Power, 

Smith, 

Vidal, 

Wark— 19. 


Non-Contents  : 
Hon.  Messrs. 


Aikins. 

Alexander, 

Archibald, 

Armand, 

Baillargeon, 

Brouse,     , 

Bareau, 

Campbell,  Sir  Alex., 

Chaffers, 

Chapais, 

Cormier, 

Dever, 

Dickson, 

Dumouchel, 

Flint, 

Glrard, 


Hamilton  {KingsUm), 

Haythome, 

Eaulbach, 

McLelan  {Londonderry) 

Macdonald, 

Miller, 

Montgomery, 

Odell, 

Piquet, 

Pelletier, 

Poser, 

Bead, 

Beesor, 

Stevens, 

Sutherland, 

Trudcl-.32. 


Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS  moved  to  substitute 
the  following  for  the  6th  clause  of  the 
BUI:— 

<<  Whenever  any  principal  money  or  interest 
secured  by  mortgage  of  real  estate  is  not, 
under  the  terms  of  the  mortgage,  payable  till 
a  time  more  than  five  years  after  the  date  of 
the  mortgage,  then,  at  any  time  after  the  ex- 
piration of  such  five  years,  such  mortgage  may 
be  determined  by  either  party  thereto  giving 
six  months'  notice  to  the  other  of  such  inten« 
tion,  or  on  payment  of  six  months'  further  in- 
terest in  lieu  of  notice,  no  farther  interest 
shall  be  chargeable,  payable  or  recoverable  at 
any  time  thereafter  on  the  principal  money  or 
interest  due  under  the  mortgage." 

He  said  that  some  hon.  gentlemen  seemed 
to  be  anxious  about  the  bprrower.     This 
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ttmeDdment  would,  in  some  respects, 
place  hiiA  in  a  better  position.  The 
object  of  it  was  to  put  both  parties  to  the 
comtract  on  the  same  footing  exactly.  If 
the  borrower,  who  had  obtained  a  loan  of 
money  for  20  years,  had  a  right  at  the 
end  of  5  years  to  pay  off  his  mortgage, 
the  lender  ought  to  have  the  right  to  call 
in  his  loan  under  the  same  conditions, 
and  he  could  hardly  bring  himself  to  be- 
lieve that  the  House  would  sanction 
l^islation  which  would  give  one  of  the 
parties  to  the  contract  privileges  which 
the  other  did  not  enjoy. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN  suggested  that,  if 
it  were  wrong  to  interfere  with  contracts 
made  between  parties,  by  an  arbitrary 
enactment  of  this  kind,  it  could  not  make 
it  any  better  to  extend  the  same  power  to 
the  lender.  He  admitted  that  it  would  be 
but  fair  play ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the 
House  had  expressed  its  opinion  very 
tinmistakably,  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  better  if  his  hon  friend  (Mr.  Gibbs) 
would  not  press  his  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS  believed  that  he 
had  the  common  sense  of  the  House  with 
him,  no  matter  how  they  might  vote. 
As  he  had  a  seconder  for  his  amendment, 
he  felt  himself  obliged  to  ask  the  House 
to  divide  upon  it.  He  did  not  expect 
that  it  would  carry  ;  but  he  believed  he 
would  have  the  sympathy  of  the  House 
with  him  at  any  rate. 

Hon*  Mr.  MILLER  was  not  at  all 
surprised  that  the  hon.  Senator  (Mr. 
Gibbs)  should  have  little  hope  for  the 
success  of  kis  amendment  after  the  vote 
which  had  just  been  taken.  The  House 
could  not,  without  stultifying  itself, 
adopt  an  amendment  the  very  reverse  of 
the  clause  which  they  had  just  voted  to 
sustain.  He  would  remind  hon.  gentle- 
men that  the  lender  and  the  borrower 
were  not  looked  upon  by  the  law  as  being 
in  the  same  position.  Parliament  re- 
<JOgnised  the  fact  that  legislation  was 
required  to  protect  the  borrower  against 
the  superior  skill,  energy  and  adroitness 
of  the  lender.  The  whole  object  of  the 
legislation  was  to  protect  the  borrower. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS  said  if  that  were 
the  design  of  the  Bill,  he  would  like  to 
know  why  the  hon.  Senator  from  Bich- 
mond  voted  against  the  amendment  to 
prevent  private  lenders  from  acting  in 
the  same  manner  as  loan  societies. 
Hon.  Mr.  Gibbs. 


Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  replied  that  it 
was  because  he  did  not  look  upon  private 
lenders  as  being  at  all  in  the  sam3  cate- 
gory as  these  societies. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  said  that  th«  other 
House  would  not  accept  this  clause,  and 
the  effect  of  its  adopt^n  by  the  Senate 
wonld  be  to  destroy  the  Bill. 

Dhe  Senate  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment, which  was  rejected  on  the  follow- 
ing vote  : — 

Contents : 


Hon. 

Messrs. 

Aikins, 

Glasier, 

Al«xander, 

Hamilton  {Kin^tUm) 

Botsford, 

Leonard, 

Boyd, 

McMaster, 

Cornwall, 

Penny, 

Dickey, 

Ryan, 

Ferrier, 

Bmith, 

Flint, 

Vidal— 17. 

Gibbs, 

NoN-CoNTENTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Allan, 

Hope, 

Annand, 

' 

Kaulbach, 

Baillargeon, 

McLelan  (Londonden 

Bellerose, 

Macdouald, 

Benson, 

ICac&rlane, 

Bouchenrille, 

De, 

Miller, 

Bourinot, 

Montgomery, 

Brouse, 

Odell, 

Bureau, 

P&qnet, 

Campbell,  Sir  Alex., 

PelUtier, 

Chaflfers, 

Power, 

Chapaia, 

PoBor, 

Cormier, 

Bead, 

Dever, 

Beesor, 

Dickson, 

Simpson, 

Dumouchel, 

Stevens, 

Qirard, 

Sutherland, 

Grant, 

Tnidel, 

Haythomc, 

Wark— 38. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE  moved  that  the 
following  be  substituted  as  an  additional 
clause : — 

«  No  sale  of  lands  made  mider  power  of  sal* 
contained  in  any  mortgage  shall  be  valid,  un- 
less two  months'  notice  shall  have  been  given 
of  the  intention  to  exercise  such  power  of  sa]« 
in  some  newspaper  published  in  the  county  in 
which  the  mortgaged  lands  are  situated,  or,  if 
no  newspaper  be  published  in  such  county, 
then  the  nearest  newspaper  in  any  other 
county,  by  one  insertion  each  week ;  and  if 
any  person  be  living  on  the  lands  or  in  actual 
possession  or  cultivation  of  the  same,  or  any 
part  thereof,  unless  a  copy  of  such  notice  be 
also  delivered  to  such  person  two  months 
before  the  day  of  such  sale." 

He  said  that  he  had  consulted  with  the 
promoter  of  the  Bill  in  the  other  House, 
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who  had  expressed  his  approval  of  the 
amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE  thought  the  amend- 
ment was  unconstitutional.  It  was  a 
matter  with  which  the  local  authorities 
alone  had  power  to  deal,  and,  in  fact,  the 
Ontario  Legislature  had  passed  a  law  on 
the  subject.  The  amendment  would 
complicate  titles,  and,  instead  of  benefit- 
ing the  farming  community,  it  would 
injure  them.  Even  if  this  Parliament 
had  the  constitutional  right  to  deal  with 
this  question,  it  would  be  ve«y  unfortu- 
nate to  adopt  such  an  amendment. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CLMPBELL  said 
he  favored  the  idea  which  the  olausu 
expressed)  but  believed,  on  reflection, 
that  the  matter  should  be  dealt  with  by 
the  local  legislatures.  There  was  a 
marked  difierence  between  this  clause 
and  the  preceding  sections,  all  of  which 
referred  to  interest,  and  were  those 
brought  within  the  jurisdiction  of  this 
Parliament.  The  suggestion  made  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Pi'escott  was  eminently 
fair  in  itself,  and,  when  it  was  first  shewn 
to  him  (Sir  Alex.  Campbell),  he  had  ex- 
pressed his  intention  of  supporting  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  admitted  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  force  in  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Militia,  but  belieTed  that,  where 
this  Parliament  had  control  of  any  sub- 
ject, they  had  also  control  of  every- 
thing incidental  to  it,  and  that  construc- 
tion had  been  sustained  by  the  courts  in 
construing  statutes  passed  by  the  Domi- 
nioA  Parliament.  The  amendment  was 
admitted  to  be  desirable,  and,  if  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill,  could  do  no  harm 
if  it  were  unconstitutional.  It  would,  in 
that  case,  simply  have  no  effect.  He 
believed  that  the  amendment  could  be 
framed  in  such  a  way  as  to  bring  it 
within  the  aoope  of  this  Parliament,  and 
he,  therefore,  suggested  that  it  be  allowed 
to  stand  over  another  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  that  this 
discussion  only  shewed  f-hat  the  House 
was  getting  into  still  further  entangle- 
ments, step  by  step,  when  they  attempted 
to  deal  with  this  Bill  in  any  other  sense 
than  that  expressed  by  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Militia.  The  first  four  classes 
of  the  Bill  related  to  interest  on  mort- 
gages, and  only  to  interest,  upon  which 
Hon.  Mr.  Brouss. 


this  Parliament  had  power  to  legislate  ; 
but  the  5th  clause  dealt  with  principal  as 
well  as  interest,  and  there  was  a  doubt  as 
to  its  constitutionality.  But  there  was 
no  doubt  whatever  that  the  proposed 
amendment  was  uL^ra  vires,  this  Parlia- 
ment having  nothing  to  do  with  the 
power  to  sell  under  a  mortgage.  It  was 
a  proposition  to  regulate  contracts  be- 
tween private  parties,  and,  although  a 
wise  provision  in  itself,  it  was  a  matter 
which  came  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
local  l^islatures.  Unless  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman (Dr.  Brouse)  wished  to  defeat  the 
Bill  in  another  place,  he  had  better 
withdraw  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  REESOR  said  that 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  this 
clause,  and  he  was  satisfied,  after  reading 
it,  that  it  would  be  vUra  vires  if  adopted. 
He  had  prepared  a  clause,  however, 
which  he  believed  this  Parliao^nt  had 
power  to  pass,  as  it  related  altogether  to 
interest.  It  provided  that  no  interest 
that  might  be  in  arrear  at  the  time  of 
the  sale  should  be  payable  or  recoverable 
unless  at  least  two  mont^  had  elapsed 
between  the  service  of  the  motice  of  ^ach 
intended  sale  and  the  sala  The  effect 
would  be  that  the  mortgagee  could  not 
collect  interest  if  he  failed  to  give  notice. 
It  did  not  say  that  no  sale  should  be 
valid. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE  offered  the  fol- 
lowing instead  of  the  amendment  which 
he  had  read  : — 

**  No  principal  or  interest  shall  be  recover- 
able by  sale  of  lands  made  under  power  of  sale 
contained  in  any  mortgage,  unless  tvo  months 
notice  shall  have  been  given  of  the  intention 
to  exercise  such  power  of  sale  tn  some  news- 
paper published  in  the  county  in  which  the 
mortgaged  lands  are  situated,  or  if  no  news- 
paper be  published  in  such  county,  then  the 
nearest  newspaper  in  any  other  county,  by  one 
iasertion  each  week;  and  if  any  person  be 
living  on  the  lands  or  in  actual  possession  or 
cultiyation  of  the  same,  or  any  part  thereof, 
unless  a  copy  of  sueh  notice  be  also  delivered 
to  such  person  two  months  before  the  day  of 
such  sale.'' 

He  believed  that  that  modification  would 
bring  it  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  hoped  that  th^ 
motion  would  not  pass.  He  did  not 
think  that  our  constitution  was  of  such  a 
character  that,  by  simply  altering  the 
wording  of  a  resolution,  it  would  either 
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make  it  ttUra  vires  or  withia  the  juris- 
diction of  t^arlia  ment.  The  H  ouse  would 
have  to  be  guided  by  the  substance  of  the 
amendment.  They  were  undertaking  to 
deal  with  a  matter  which  was  purely  and 
strictly  within  the  power  of  the  local 
l^islatures.  The  amendment,  if  adopted, 
would  cause  endless  confusion  and 
embarrass  titles  in  almost  all  the  pro- 
vinces. If  this  change  in  the  law  were 
necessavy,  it  could  be  made  by  the  local 
legislatures.  In  Nova  Scetia  and  New 
Brunswick  it  was  altogether  unnecessary, 
because,  im  those  Provinces,  there  was  no 
such  thing  as  a  sale  of  land  vrithout 
notice,  and  he  understood  it  was  the 
same  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH  said  he  had 
grave  doubts  as  to  the  power  of  this 
Parliament  in  this  direction ;  but  he 
would,  nevertheless,  support  the  amend- 
ment because  he  thought  it  was  very 
important  that  land  should  not  be  sacri- 
ficed, as  often  happened,  through  insuf- 
ficient notice,  if  this  Parliament  could 
prevent  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  if  there  was 
any  clause  in  the  Bill  recommend- 
ing itself  to  the  sense  of  justice  of 
every  member  of  the  House,  it  was 
this  one.  There  did  not  seem  to  be  any 
difference  of  opinion  on  that  point.  The 
only  doubt  was  as  to  the  power  of  this 
Parliament  to  adopt  it,  and  that  view  of 
it  was  urged  in  the  interests  of  money- 
lenders by  those  who  wished  to  defeat  it. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  adopted  by  the  following 
vote ; — 


UONTBNTS : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Alexander, 

Hamilton  (Kingston^ 

Archibald, 

Hajrthome, 

Armand, 

Eanlbach, 

Baillargeon, 

Leonard, 

Bellerose, 

McLelan,(  Zonionitf  rry) 

Bonson, 

Macfarlane, 

Brouse, 

Macpherson,  (Speaker) 

Chapais, 

Miller, 

^rmier, 

Odell, 

Conwall, 

P&quet, 

D«Ter, 

Pelletier, 

Dickson, 

Penny, 

Dumouchel, 

PoEer, 

rerrier, 

Bead, 

Flint, 

Simpson, 

Oirard, 

Stevens, 

Olasier, 

Sutherland, 

Ou^rremont, 

Trudel.— 36.                  , 

Hon.  Mr 

.  Power, 

NoN-CoNTENTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 


McClelan,  {HopeweUy 

McMaster, 

Power, 

Beesor, 

Smith, 

Tidal.— 13. 


Aikins, 

Allan, 

Botsford. 

Campbell,  Sir  Alex. 

Dickey, 

Oibbs, 

Hope, 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time^ 
and  passed. 

SECOND  BEADINGS. 

The  following  Bills  were  read  the- 
second  time. 

Bill  (32)  '^  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Montreal  Assurance  Company." — (Mr. 
Kyan.) 

Bill  (57)  ^'  An  Act  to  amend  and  con- 
solidate the  several  Acts  relating  to  the 
North-West  Territories."  —  (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 

The  House  adjourned  at  1.40  p.m. 


SECOND  SITTING. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three- 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 


BILL  INTBODUCED. 

Bill  (M)  "  An  Aet  respecting  certain 
Savings  Banks  in  the  Provinces  of  On- 
tarioand  Quebec." — (Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 


NOBTH-WEST  TEBBITOBIES  LAWS- 
CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 

IK    COMMITTEE. 

The  House  went  int#  Committee  of  the- 
Whole  on  Bill  (67)  "  An  Act  to  amend 
and  consolidate  the  several  Acts  relating 
to  the  North-West  TerritorieSi" 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
the  changes  in  the  Bill  were  not  very 
considerable.  Many  of  them  were  mei'ely 
formal,  and  those  Uiat  were  new  related 
to  two  topics.  In  the  fii^t  place,  it 
was  proposed  to  take  the  power  to  create 
several  registration  districts  in  the  terri- 
tories that  had  been  found  necessary,  in 
(kDnsequence  of  the  large  influx  of  people 
who  were  settling  in  that  country,  and 
whose  titles  to  their  lands  were  insecure 


Digitized  by 


Google 


506 


ir.-)r.  Territorifs  Laws        [SENATE.] 


Consolidation  Bill. 


so  long  as  thej  were  not  on  record. 
There  were  also  provisions  for  the  creation 
of  coroners  and  stipendiary  magistrates 
where  the  convenience  of  the  population 
required  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  BUREAU  (in  French) 
expressed  regret  that  this  important  sub- 
ject had  been  brought  up  at  such  a  late 
period  of  the  session,  when  there  was 
not  sufficient  time  to  examine  its  details 
carefully.  He  had  looked  through  the  Bill 
hastily,  and  had  not  observed  in  it  the 
11th  clause  of  the  Act  38  Yict.,  cap. 
49,  relating  to  separate  schools. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  he  was  not  aware  of  the  omission. 
If  the  clause  had  been  omitted,  it  could 
easily  be  inserted  again. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  it  was  the  ICth  section  in 
thisBiU. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  even 
though  the  clause  had  been  omitted,  the 
British  North  America  Act  provided 
that,  wherever  the  system  of  separate 
schools  was  established  in  the  Dominion, 
it  should  continue  in  force  for  all  time. 
He  would  do  the  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Militia  the  justice  to  say  that  the  11th 
clause  of  che  North- West  Territories 
Act  had  been  carried  in  the  Senate 
through  his  (Sir  Alex.  Campbell's)  active 
exertions. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARJD  regretted  that  a 
Bill  of  such  importance  came  before  the 
Senate  so  late  in  the  session. 
When  the  Government  was  estab- 
lished in  the  North-West  Terri- 
tories, it  was  considered  by  many 
to  be  premature,  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  it  was  so  still.  The  country  could 
have  been  governed  from  Manitoba 
without  any  interest  suftering.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Government  would 
soon  have  to  extend  the  limits  of  Mani- 
toba, westward,  this  measure  was  of  very 
great  imporbince.  He  thought  it  would 
have  been  time  enough  to  have  intro- 
duced this  legislation  after  that  extension 
had  taken  place.  He  would  not  oppose 
the  measure,  as  it  was  simply  a  consoli- 
dation of  existing  laws;  at  the  same 
time,  he  regretted  that  more  time  was 
not  afforded  for  looking  carefully  into  its 
details.  * 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
Ahat  there  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  that 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  CampbeU, 


would  interfere  with  the  probable  en- 
largement of  Manitoba,  and,  when  the 
Province  was  enlarged,  it  would  only 
find  the  country  so  far  prepared  for  gov- 
ernment. The  enlargement,  if  it  should 
be  found  necessary  to  increase  the  area 
of  Manitoba,  would  be  to  the  west. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIRARD  contended  that 
there  would  be  a  great  saving  in  the  ex- 
pense in  governing  the  North- West  Ter- 
ritories if  the  Government  would  return 
to  the  old  system. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  wished  tO'call  at- 
t#ntion  to  the  15th  and  19th  sections, 
which,  he  thought,  required  some  modifi- 
cation. He  could  understand  that,  at 
the  time  this  Act  was  passed,  in  1875,  a 
district  comprising  1,009  persons  was  not 
too  small  for  am  electoral  division,  but  it 
seemed  to  him  doubtful  whether,  at  the 
present  day,  it  should  not  be  very  much 
larger.  The  number  of  members  in  the 
Council  or  Legislative  Assembly,  as  the 
case  might  be,  was  limited  to  twenty-one, 
and  he  was  under  the  impression  that 
that  would  only  admit  of  a  population  of 
21,000,  and,  unless  he  was  under  a  misap- 
prehension, the  population  of  the  terri- 
tories was  as  much  as  that  at  the  present 
time.  So  that  a  change  should  be  made 
in  the  19  th  section  to  provide  that  a 
second  member  should  not  be  given  to 
any  district  until  it  contained  three  or 
four  thousand  inhabitants. 

Hon,  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  they 
were  dealing  with  a  country  whidi 
would  be  sparsely  setfled  for  a  long  time 
to  come,  and  this  1,000  people  would 
•ccupy  a  very  large  area — at  least  a 
thousand  square  miles. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  the 
number  was  stated  in  the  Bill  when  it 
was  enacted  a  few  yeai^s  ago,  and,  in  the 
light  of  experience  which  had  since  been 
acquired  by  those  who  had  the  best 
reason  to  be  familiar  with  the  subject,  it 
had  not  been  thought  fit  to  change  it, 
and  that  was  the  best  argument  why  the 
Bill  should  remain  as  it  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL  said  another 
fact  that  should  be  borne  in  mind  was, 
the  1,000  people  in  the  electoral  district 
should  be  adults,  and  they  would  repre- 
sent a  much  larger  population. 

On  the  69th  section, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


N.'W.  Territories  Laws         [May  4,  1880.]  CansoUdatum  Bid 


507 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER  desired  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  proisions  respecting  pen- 
alties for  manufacturing,  or  having  in 
possession,  or  selling  spirituous  liquors 
without  permission.  It  provided  that 
any  person  making,  manufacturing,  sell- 
ing or  bartering  intoxicating  liquors, 
except  by  special  permission,  or  in  whose 
possession  intoxicating  liquors  should  be 
found,  would  be  liable  to  a  penalty  not 
exceeding  $200,  nor  less  than 
$50,  one  half  of  which  fine 
should  go  to  the  informer.  Conviction 
could  be  had  on  the  evidence  of  the  in- 
former alone.  He  thought  this  was  a 
dangerous  clause,  as  whiskey  informers, 
as  a  rule,  were  not  of  good  character,  and 
a  great  deal  of  injustice  might  be  done, 
unless  the  information  should  be  sup- 
ported by  other  evidence  than  that  of 
the  informer.  He  moved  an  amendment, 
to  the  effect  that  no  one  should  be  con- 
victed on  such  a  charge,  on  the  unsup- 
ported evidence  of  the  informer. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  this 
•question  had  been  before  the  House  this 
Session  in  the  debate  on  the  Indian  Laws 
Consolidation  Bill,  and  had  already  been 
<iecided.  It  was  not  new  legislation,  for 
-even  in  the  Lower  Provinces  it  was  a 
usual  thing  for  convictions  for  breaches 
of  the  License  Law  to  take  place  on  the 
evidence  of  one  party  without  any  fur- 
ther corroborative  evidence  being  re- 
quired. Even  thougb  the  law  was  consid- 
ered right  and  fair  in  connection  with  such 
licenses  in  the  older  provinces,  there 
should  be  more  latitude  given  in  the 
new  territories,  where  it  might  be  im- 
possible to  get  the  additional  testimony 
required  by  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Halifax,  and  in  nine 
•cases  out  of  ten  where  the  parties  wer* 
guilty  they  would  espape  for  want  of 
eorroborative  evidence.  There  was 
not  the  danger  of  injustice  under 
this  clause  that  might  appear  at 
the  first  blush  in  reference  to 
those  convictions.  The  accused  party 
was  brought  before  a  stipendiary  magis- 
trate, who  should^  in  the  first  place,  be  a 
man  of  legal  training  and  good  moral 
character,  and  who  had  no  interest  in 
doing  injustice  to  anyone  brought  be- 
fore him.  They  all  knew  that  the  dis^ 
position  of  such  magistrates  had  always 
been  to  give  the  benefit  of  doubt  to  the 
accused,  and  instead  of  conviction  on 
Hon,  Mr,  Cornwall, 


insufficient  evidence,  the  probabilities 
were  that,  if  the  evidence  were  not  clear, 
the  parties  would  escape. 

Hon  Mr.  KAULBACH  feared  that 
this  clause  would  be  a  temptation  fot 
parties  to  give  information  in  order  to 
obtain  money.  It  was  too  arbitrary  a 
law  that,  upon  the  evidence  of  an 
informer  alone,  a  trader  or  other  person, 
who  might  be  in  good  standing,  could  be 
incarcerated  for  six  months,  and  com- 
pelled to  pay  a  heavy  penalty.  It 
seemed  to  him  not  to  be  in  con- 
sonance with  the  genius  of  the 
legislation  of  the  day.  It  was  a 
different  matter  altogether  from  the  pro- 
vision with  regard  to  selling  intoxi- 
cants to  Indians.  The  c^ses  were  not 
analogous,  as,  in  dealing  with  the  In- 
dians, peculiar  legislation  was  required, 
and,  when  information  was  laid  against 
parties  for  selling  liquor  to  Indians,  it 
was  j^nerally  done  by  men  of  good 
character,  not  with  the  object  of 
deriving  any  pecuniary  benefit  from 
the  conviction  of  the  accused. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  appre- 
hended no  danger  fix>m  this  clause.  The 
object  of  it  was  to  suppress  illicit  liquor 
traffic,  and  it  provided  that  parties  hav- 
ing liquors  in  their  possession  at  all, 
without  permission,  contravened  the  law. 
The  party  was  accused  on  the  evidence 
of  a  witness,  and  the  fact  of  having 
liquor  in  his  possession  was  corroborative 
evidence  sufficient  for  a  magistrate  to 
convict  upon. 

The  amendment  was  lost  on  a  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  said  that,  before 
the  Committee  rose,  he  would  like  to 
ask  the  Minister  of  Militia  if  he  thought 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  insert  a  secEion 
to  provide  that  nothing  in  this  Bill 
should  contravene  anything  contained  in 
the  Indian  Laws  Consolidation  Bill, 
passed  this  session. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  did 
not  see  on  what  point  the  two  bills  were 
likely  to  conflict. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  said,  for  instance, 
there  were  provisions  in  both  Acts  with 
reference  to  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  which  were  exactly  similar. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  in  the  other  Act  it  was  confined  al- 
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together  to  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor 
to  Indians.  The  Bill  had  been  carefully 
framed y  and  he  did  not  think  there  was 
any  danger  of  a  conflict. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL,  from  the  Com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  without  any 
amendment. 

Ordered  for  third  reading  to-morrow. 


THE  SENATB  DEBATES. 

FIRST    REPORT    OF    THE    COMMITTEE 

ADOPTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER,  in  rising 
to  move  the  adoption  of  the  report  of  the 
Debates  Committee,  observed  that  it 
recommended  the  renewal  of  the  contract 
with  the  Messrs.  HoUand  for  the  re])ort- 
ing  and  publication  of  the  debates  of 
next  session.  It  had  been  suggested 
that  the  Committee  should  have  adver- 
tised for  tenders,  but  the  majority  of  the 
Committee  felt  that  there  would  be  no 
result  from  such  procedure.  The  ma- 
jority of  the  Committee  felt  that  the 
work  during  the  present  session  had 
been  very  well  done.  They  could  not 
expect  that  everything  would  be  perfect- 
ly done,  either  here  or  anywhere  else. 
In  the  House  of  Commons,  where  the 
reporting  cost  $19,000  per  session,  there 
had  been  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfieuition 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  work  had 
been  done,  and  they  had  found  it  neces- 
sary to  change  their  system.  The  posi- 
tion of  the  Senate,  in  this  respect,  con- 
trasted most  favorably  with  that  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  because  he  believed 
that  it  was  the  general  feeling  of  the 
House  that  the  Messrs.  Holland  had 
done  the  reporting  most  accurately,  and 
had  taken  very  great  pains  to  do  every- 
body justice.  To  illustrate  the  satisfac- 
tion which  had  been  given  to  the  country 
by  the  publication  of  these  reports,  he 
might  mention  that,  only  this  morning, 
he  had  met  a  prominent  citizen,  who 
spoke  of  the  debate  on  the  Bill  relating 
to  the  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
sister,  and  expressed  the  opinion  that 
nowhere  had  he  seen  that  question  so  ably 
and  fully  debated  as  it  had  been  in 
the  Senate.  It  was  very  gratifying 
to  members  of  this  Chamber,  when  they 
had  made  elaborate  statements  upon 
great  moral  and  political  questions,  to 
find  that  their  debates  went  to  the 
Ban,  Sir  Alex,  Campbell, 


country  in  such  a  way  as  to  shew  that 
the  Upper  House  was  doing  a  good  work. 
He  was  sure  that  he  himself  had  no 
cause  to  compl&in  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  debates  had  been  reported.  Some 
hon.  gentleman  had  been  pleased  to  say 
that  he  (Mr.  Alexander)  utilized  the 
Senate  debates  for  his  own  glorification. 
He  was  fallible,  like  everyone  else,  and 
if  there  had  been  scenes  in  the  House 
this  session,  no  one  had  regretted  more 
deeply  than  himself,  and  the  oocasions 
that  had  led  to  them.  He  hoped  that 
there  would  be  no  more  such  scenes. 
Nothing  could  be  more  distasteful  to 
him,  and  he  was  sure  that  they  were 
equally  distasteful  to  the  whole  Cham- 
ber. He  considered  it  is  duty  to  refer  to 
the  very  grave  charges  which  had  been 
preferred  against  the  reporters 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  only  excite  hosti- 
lity to  the  motion  if  he  made  any  further 
reference  to  that  subject.  For  his  (Mi. 
Miller's)  own  part,  he  had  come  into 
collision  with  the  reporters  in  a  most 
unpleasant  manner.  He  had  his  own 
opinion  upon  that  subject ;  but  he  had 
no  desire  to  be  considered  as  having  any 
personal  hostility  to  them,  and,  therefore, 
he  did  not  think  that  this  was  an  occa- 
sion to  bring  up  a  matter  of  that  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN  asked  how  much  the 
reporting  would  cost. 

Hon.   Mr.    ALEXANDER— $4,500. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN  thought  this  was  a 
large  amount  to  pay  for  the  reports  of 
this  House,  and  that  greater  economy 
should  be  practised  in  this  direction, 
particularly  at  the  present  time.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  a  shoH  summary  of 
what  took  place  in  the  House  would  be 
better  than  elaborate  reports  of  the 
speeches  delivered  by  hon.  gentlemen  in 
this  Chamber.  The  country  looked 
rather  for  what  the  Senate  did  than  for 
what  the  senators  said.  If  the  measures 
that  were  passed  reflected  credit  upon 
the  House,  they  would  render  the  Senate 
more  acceptable  in  the  eyes  of  the  public 
than  long  speeches  which,  for  his  own 
part,  he  believed  very  few  people  read 
outside  of  this  House.  They  were  pub- 
lished in  the  Ottawa  Citizen,  in  extenso, 
and,  beyond  that,  except  the  very  short 
summary  which  the  contractors  furnished 
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to  the  associated  press,  he  fancied 
that  very  little  of  what  was 
said  in  the  Senate  was  known  in  the 
•country.  Hon.  gentlemen  perhaps,  sup 
)K>6ed  that  their  oratory  made  a  great 
impression  abroad,  but,  for  his  own  part, 
after  making  a  speech  which  he,  of 
cour8e,consid6red  very  eloquent,  he  found, 
on  returning  to  Monti^al,  that  nobody 
had  read  it,  and  that  all  his  eloquence 
had  been  wasted  on  the  walls  of  this 
Chamber.  Besides,  eloquence  might  be 
carried  a  little  too  far,  and  doing,  instead 
of  talking,  should  be  encouraged.  This 
had  been  forcibly  called  to  his  observation 
in  reading  a  book  containing  an  account 
of  Bismarck's  visit  to  France  at  the  time 
that  the  German  army  made  its  entry 
into  Paris.  It  was  contained  in  a 
memoir  of  Bismarck's  journey  by  a 
person  who  travelled  with  him  and  had 
been  very  careful  to  give  his  sayings  and 
doings  in  a  very  interesting  and  amusing 
way.  Amongst  other  things,  the  follow- 
ing conversation  held  by  him  at 
Versailles  was  worthy  of  considera- 
tion : — 

«The  gift  of  oratory  has  nuDed  much  in 
parliamentary  life  ;  time  is  wasted,  because, 
everyone  who  feels  ability  in  that  line  must 
have  his  word,  even  if  he  has  no  new  point  to 
bring  forward.  Speaking  is  too  much  in  the 
air  and  too  little  to  the  point  Everything  is 
already  settled  in  Committees  :  a  man  speaks 
at  length,  therefore,  only  for  the  pubUc,  to 
whom  he  wishes  to  shew  ofif  as  muchas  possible, 
and  still  more  for  the  newspapers  who  are  to 
praise  him.  Oratory  will,  one  day,  come  to  be 
looked  upon  as  a  generally  harmful  quality, 
and  a  man  will  be  ponished  who  allows  him- 
self  to  be  guilty  of  a  long  speech.  We  have 
one  body  which  attempts  no  oratory,  and  has 
yet  done  more  for  the  German  cause  than 
almost  any  other  :  the  Council  of  the  Confe- 
deration." 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— That  is  the 
opinion  of  a  man  who  is  not  remarkable 
as  an  orator. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN — Bismarck  can  do, 
and  his  doings  are  on  record,  and  will 
outshine  the  speeches  of  many  an  orator. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL-  What  about  tJie 
reporter  who  recorded  the  details  of  this 
conversation  )  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Ryan)  thinks  the  report  of  the  conversa- 
tion worthy  of  being  quoted,  and  yet  he 
is  advei'se  to  the  reporting  of  the  debates 
of  the  Senate  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  RTAN  thought  that  an 
'effort  should  be  made  to  economize  in  the 
Hon,  Mr.  Rycm, 


cost  of  reporting  the  debates  and  proceed- 
ings of  the  Senate,  and  he  was  sorry  that 
the  Committee,  for  whose  appointment  he 
had  voted  last  year,  had  not  been  able  to  , 
effect  a  reduction  in  the  cost  of  this  ser- 
vice. He  thought  that^  with  due  atten- 
tion to  the  matter,  the  debates  might  be 
reported  less  in  eoUenso,  and  at  a  smaller 
cost  to  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ  said  it  wa«  only  the 
previous  day  that  he  had  had  the 
pleasure  and  honor  of  conversing  with  a 
member  of  the  British  Parliament, 
recently  elected,  who  had  come  to  this 
country  from  New  York  just  to  see  this 
place.  He  had  no  other  object  but 
simply  curiosity,  and  he  felt  delighted 
with  the  great  progress  that  this  new 
country  was  making.  That  gentleman 
had  inquired  particularly  where  he  oould 
get  a  full  repor''  of  the  debates  that  had 
taken  place  in  this  House  on  the  Bill  to 
legalize  marriage  with  a  deceased  wife's 
sister,  that  he  desired  to  have  every  word 
that  had  been  said  upon  it,  as  it  was  a 
subject  in  which  he  took  a  deep  interest. 
He  (Mr.  Read)  thought  there  was  no 
money  so  well  expended  by  the  Senate  as 
this  which  was  paid  for  a  faithful  and 
full  report  of  its  debates  and  proceedings. 
It  was  well  enough  for  a  dictator  like 
Bismarck,  who  would  not  allow  the  press 
of  Grermany  to  publish  anything  except 
what  he  produced  himgelf  or  authorized, 
to  prevent  free  discussion,  but  it  was  a 
different  matter  in  a  country  like  this, 
where  there  was  freedom  of  speech.  The 
public  of  Canada  wished  to  know,  and 
should  know,  when  they  were  willing  to 
pay  for  it,  what  took  place  in  Parliament, 
and  he,  for  one,  would  vote  for  the  motion 
before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINI  said,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Victoria,  that  the 
reason  why  his  (Mr.  Ryan's)  speeches 
were  not  read  in  Montreal,  was,  perhaps, 
because  the  hon.  gentleman's  eloquence 
was  well  known  in  that  city,  and  the 
papers  were  afraid  that  the  reports  might 
not  do  him  justice.  He  (Mr.  Flint) 
believed  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Senate  to 
give  its  debates  to  the  public.  It  was 
true  that  the  only  newspaper  which 
published  them  in  full  was  the  Ottawa 
Citizen  ;  but,  while  others  did  not  see  fit 
to  reprint  them  in  eietenso,  they  selected 
such  portions  of  them  as   were  interest- 
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ing  to  their  readers.  '^o  country  paper 
had  sufficient  space  to  publish  the 
whole  of  the  reports,  but  de- 
bates on  local  subjects  were  repro- 
duced in  the  press  of  the  particular 
localities  interested.  He  (Mr.  Flint)  had 
first  entereil  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Canada  in  1862,  and  he  had  been  a  mem- 
ber of  that  body  up  to  time  of  Confedera- 
tion, and,  since  Confederation,  of  the 
Senate.  Before  the  official  reporting  was 
commenced,  there  had  been  a  general 
desire  to  know  what  look  place  in  the 
Upper  House,  and,  since  the  publication 
of  the  official  reports,  the  country  papers 
were  glad  to  get  and  re-print  for  their 
readers,  the  speeches  of  their  local  repre- 
sentatives. The  people  felt  very  much 
interested  in  the  speeches  made 
in  the  Senate.  They  desired  to 
know  why  it  was  that  the  Up- 
per House  often  differed  from  the 
House*  of  Commons  on  public  mea- 
sures; why  the  Senate  thought  fit  to 
amend  certain  bills  and  throw  out  others. 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  advisable  to  condense 
the  reports.  Sometimes  hon.  gentlemen 
made  very  long  speeches  in  which  there 
was  very  little  worth  publishing  ;  but,  as 
a  rule,  the  members  of  the  Senate  evinced 
a  desire  to  keep  their  remarks  within 
reasonable  bounds.  The  hon.  S(»nator 
from  Victoria  (Mr.  Ryan)  expressed  a 
desire  to  economise  the  expenditures  of 
the  Senate  in  this  direction.  He  (Mr. 
Flint)  thought  it  would  be  better  to  try 
that  in  some  other  quarter.  It  was  be- 
ginning at  the  wrong  end  to  economise 
by  impairing  the  efficiency  of  the  report- 
ing service.  He  (Mr.  Flint)  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock 
had  been  stopped  when  addressing  the 
House  upon  the  subject  of  the  charges 
made  against  the  reporters  some  weeks 
as;o.  It  did  seem  hard  that  the  reporters 
should  have  to  lie  under  those  charges, 
when  they  had  discharged  their  duties  so 
faithfully  and  impartially.  He  trusted 
that  the  Committee  which  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  the  matter  would 
report  the  result  to  the  House  before 
the  close  of  the  session,  and  that,  if  the 
contractors  had  been  guilty  of  any  wrong 
doing,  they  would  receive  the  condemna- 
tion of  the  House,  and,  if  they  had  not, 
that  they  would  be  relieved  from  the 
odium  which  had  been  cast  upon  them.  ^ 
E<m.  Mr.  FUni. 


Hon.  Mr.  TRUDEL  said  that  he^ 
would  have  no  objection  to  seeing  the 
question  of  the  reporting  of  the  Debates 
re-opened,  provided  that  the  ri^ta  of  the 
French  minority  were  taken  into  consid- 
eration. The  House  would  readily 
understand  the  disadvantage  under 
which  those  who  spoke  in  French,  or 
could  only  speak  in  that  language, 
labored.  Every  member  naturally  felt 
that  his  own  utterances  were  of 
some  value  to  the  country,  and 
that  they  should  be  recorded. 
If  there  was  any  willingness  to  adopt 
some  new  system  of  reporting,  he  hoped 
that  the  claims  <^  the  French-speaking^ 
members,  who  had  as  good  a  right  to  be 
reported  in  their  own  language  as  the 
English-speaking  members,  would  be 
considered  by  the  Senate.  For  his  own 
part,  he  did  not  insist  upon  this  right, 
because  he  felt  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  present  arrangement,  and  would 
prefer  the  present  full  and  accurate  re- 
port in  English  to  having  an  incomplete 
ard  unsatisfactory  report  in  both  lan- 
guages. While  there  might  be  occasions 
when  the  reports  were  too  voluminous, 
there  were  other  occasions  when  it  was- 
very  important  that  they  should  be  pub- 
lished in  extenso.  The  hon.  Senator 
from  Yietoria  had  expressed  the  opinion 
thcLt  the  people  of  the  country  were  mor& 
anxious  to  see  what  the  Senate  did  than 
hear  what  they  said.  He  (Mr. 
Trudel)  could  not  conceive  of  any 
mode  of  giving  them  that  information 
except  by  reports  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  Senate.  It  was  unjust  to  this  Hous^ 
to  say  that  they  were  too  talkative^ 
because  a  body  wiiich  iisually  sat  no 
longer  than  two  or  three  hours  every 
day,  and  transacted  so  much  business,, 
could  not  be  open  to  such  a  charge. 
The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Ryan)  bad 
read  with  great  gusto  Bismarck's 
opinion  of  parliamentary  eloquence. 
If  the  report  of  a  mere  con- 
versation afforded  him  so  much  pleasure 
the  House  could  readily  ioutgine 
the  delight  with  which  the  public  would 
read  the  eloquent  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Senator  himself.  The  country  was 
interested  in  knowing  the  reasons  which 
influenced  the  action  of  the  Senate  ;  and 
therefore,  it  was  important  that  the 
debates  should  be  fully  reported  and 
published.     If  the  reports  should  be  dis- 
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continued,  the  people  would  oome  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Senate  did  nothing 
at  all,  and  was  only  an  incumbrance. 
He  would  sustain  the  report  of  the 
Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLELAN  said  that  the 
remarks  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  lead  the  House  to  suppose 
that  they  had  unanimously  agreed  that 
the  present  system  of  reporting  was  the 
very  best  that  could  be  devised. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER—I  said 
that  was  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of 
the  Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  McLKLAN  hardly  under- 
stood that  to  be  the  opinion  even  of  the 
majority,  but  as  there  was  very  little 
time  to  consider  the  matter  at  this  late 
period  of  the  session,  it  was  thought 
advisable  to  continue  the  present  con- 
tract for  another  year,  and  see  the  result 
of  the  new  system  adopted  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  He  knew  that  the  Senate 
would  not  be  satisfied  without  a  report 
of  everything  of  any  value  that  was  said 
in  debate.  If  any  senator  had  any- 
thing to  say,  bearisg  upon  the  questions 
coming  before  the  House,  he  should  say 
it,  and  it  should  be  reported  in  such  a 
manner  that  it  would  be  read  through- 
out the  country.  A  complaint  had  been 
made,  this  year,  that  the  reports  were  too 
full ;  perhaps  that  was  due  to  the 
system  of  paying  so  much  per  page,  and 
perhaps  it  might  be  better  to  devise  some 
plan  of  paying  not  so  much  for  the 
number  of  words  reported  as  according 
to  the  value  of  what  was  said.  If  they 
could  take  the  wheat  and  leave  out  the 
chaff,  and  pay  for  the  wheat  only,  it 
would  be  better  for  the  Senate  and  for 
the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN  thought,  from  some 
of  the  remarks  which  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Tru- 
del),  and  his  hon.  friend  behind  him 
(Mr.  Flint),  that  he  (Mr.  Ryan)  had  been 
misunderstood.  He  had  suggested  econ- 
omy and  the  curtailing  of  the  reports  of 
the  debates,  and  he  was  very  glad  to 
hear  from  his  hon.  friend  opposite  (Mr. 
McLelan)  that  the  Committee  contem- 
plated some  change  of  that  kind,  although 
they  had  not  yet  arrived  at  a  conclusion. 
He  believed  that  that  was  wbat  the 
House  of  Commons,  after  several  years' 
experience,  were  aiming  at,  and  what 
Ban.  Mr.  TrudeL 


this  House  also  desired  to  attain.  What 
he  (Mr.  Ryan)  desired  was  both  to  aave 
money  and  to  have  the  reports  condensed, 
because  they  would  be  more  readable  if 
they  were  put  into  a  smaller  compass. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER  said  that  he  was 
well  pleased  with  the  pi'esent  system  and 
the  present  contractors.  If  the  reporters 
were  allowed  to  condense  speeches,  they 
would,  perhaps,  give  their  own  ideas  to 
the  country.  That  might  be  all  right, 
but,  to  his  miiid,  it  was  very  important 
that  every  Senator  should  be  held  res- 
ponsible for  his  own  views  on  every 
public  question.  For  thirteen  years  he 
(Mr.  Dever)  had  been  a  member  of  the 
Senate,  and  he  knew  that  the  reporting 
had  never  been  more  satisfactory  than 
this  year  and  during  the  last  three  ses- 
sions. The  present  contractor  had  given 
general  satisfaction,  and  there  was  no 
feeling  in  the  House  that  injustice  had 
been  done  to  any  hon.gentieman. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  deny  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER  said  that,  unfortu- 
nately, there  had  been  ©ne  objection 
raised,  but  he  trusted  that,  before  the 
prorogation  of  Parliament,  the  difficulty 
which  had  arisen  would  be  explained. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  rose  to  a  ques- 
tion of  order.  The  hon.  gentleman  had 
no  right  to  refer  to  a  former  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEYER  said  that  he  had  no 
intention  of  referriag  to  any  former  debate, 
but  merely  desired  to  express  the  hope 
that  the  only  difficulty  which  had  arisen 
in  connection  with  the  reporting  during 
the  four  years  that  the  present  reporters 
had  held  the  contract  would  be  satisfac- 
torily explained. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  4.45  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

Wednesday,  May  5th,  1880. 

The  Speaker  took  the  ehair  at  eleven 
o'clock  a.m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

MONTBEAL  ASSURANCE  OO.'S  BILL, 
THIRD    REABIKG. 

Bill   (32)   <<An  Act    respecting    the 
MontreaJ^  Assurance    Company.'' — (Mr. 
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Byan)   was  reported    from   Committee, 
read  the  third  time,  aii4  passed. 


THE    NORTH   SHORE  AND   INTERCOL- 
ONIAL RAILWAYS. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER  inquired  of  the 
Minister  of  Militia  whether  any  arrange- 
ments had  been  made  with  the  Depart- 
ment of  Railways  and  CanaLi  for  ticket- 
ing passengers  and  billing  freight  over 
the  Quebec,  Montreal  and  Occidental 
Railway,  so  as  to  connect  with  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
any  such  arrangement  is  contemplated  t 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  no  such  arrangements  had  been 
made,  nor  was  it  contemplated  to  make 
any. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  was  rery  sorry  to 
hear  the  announcement  of  the  leader  of 
the  House,  as  he  thought  it  was  a  mat- 
ter of  very  great  interest  to  the  Mari- 
time Provinces,  and  especially  to  those 
of  them  who  had  to  come  to  Ottawa,  if 
some  arrangements  were  made  whereby 
through  tickets  could  be  obtained  over 
the  Intercolonial  and  North  Shore  Rail- 
ways. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
the  arrangements  should  be  made  between 
the  managers  of  the  roads,  and  not  by 
the  Government.  There  was  .  another 
route  to  Ottawa,  over  the  Grand  Trunk, 
and  it  was  for  the  passenger  to  choose  for 
himself  which  route  he  should  take.  The 
(Government  desired  to  hold  an  even  hand 
in  the  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  at  the  pres- 
ent time  a  passenger  could  go  into  any  of 
the  Government  railway  offices  in  Hali- 
fax and  purchase  a  through  ticket  over 
the  Intercolonial  and  Grand  Trunk,  and 
why  not  extend  the  same  privilege  to  the 
JN'orth  Shore  roads  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  could 
see  no  reason  why  they  should  not  be  on 
the  same  footing. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE  had  un- 
derstood  that  some  arrangements  were 
being  made  between  the  officers  of  the 
Intercolonial  and  the  North  Shore  Rail- 
ways, by  which  through  tickets  by  that 
Eon,  Mr.  Devm*. 


route  would  be  issued.  Heretofore,  the 
difficulty  had  been  the  want  of  facilities 
for  transferring  passengers  across  the 
river  at  Quebec. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
he  might  have  been  wrong  in  stating 
that  nothing  had  been  done,  as  Mr.  Pot- 
tinger,  the  manager  of  the  Intercolonial, 
had  the  power  to  mak^  such  an  arrange- 
ment if  he  saw  fit. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  thought  it 
was  well  that  the  attention  of  the 
Ministry  should  be  called  to  the  mat- 
ter. If  the  arrangement  suggested 
could  be  made,  it  would  be  a 
great  convenience  to  the  people  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  who  were  obliged 
to  come  to  Montreal  or  other  points 
further  west  Under  the  present  ar- 
rangement, travellers  were  obliged  to 
travel  by  night,  whereas,  if  the  North 
Shore  route  could  be  availed  of,  the 
traveller,  on  arriving  at  Quebec  from 
Halifax,  could  stop  in  that  city  over  night 
and  come  on  next  day,  and  be  at  Ottawa 
as  soon  as  if  he  had  travelled  all  night 
by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  BELLEROSE  considered 
that  this  arrangement  should  not  be  left 
to  the  will  of  the  Superintendent ;  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  look 
afUr  it,  as  it  was  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance to  Quebec  as  well  as  to  the 
Maritime  Provinces.  He  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  see  to  this  matter  as 
soon  as  possibla 

The  subject  then  dropped. 


THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (57)  *'  An  Act  to  amend  and 
consolidate  the  several  Acts  relating  to 
the  North-West  Territories,"  was  read 
the  third  time  and  passed,  without 
debate. 


THE  PRINTING  OP  PARUAMINT. 
THIBTBENTH    BEPOBT. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  thirteenth  report  of  the 
Joint  Committee  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Commons  on  the  Printing  of 
Parliaments 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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CONTINGENT  ACCOUNTS  OP  THE 
SENATE. 

FOURTH   REPORT. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  read 
for  the  consideration  of  the  fourth  report 
ot  the  Select  Committee  appointed  to 
examine  and  report  upon  the  Contingent 
Accounts  of  the  Senate, 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said:  Before 
moving  the  adoption  of  the  report,  I 
should  like  to  ask  my  hon.  friend  from 
Amherst  whether  he  intends  to  move  a 
reconsidera^^ion  of  it  in  the  manner  in 
which  he  has  fi^iven  notice  ] 

Hon.  M  r.  DICKEY— There  is  a  notice 
on  the  paper,  given  by  myself,  that  the 
report  be  referred  back  to  Committee  for 
the  purpose  of  striking  out  one  clause 
relating  to  an  increase  in  the  salary  of 
one  of  die  employes  of  the  Senate.  I  gave 
that  notice  with  very  great  r^ret,  because 
the  person  whom  it  affects  is  a  gentleman 
coming  from  my  own  Province,  and,  of 
course,  it  must  be  said  I  was  disin- 
terest^ in  giving  that  notice,  having 
always  stood  up  for  giving  the  people 
of  the  Maritime  Provinces  ^a  fair 
consideration  in  the  employment  of  offi- 
cers of  this  House.  At  the  same  time, 
I  considered  that,  if  any  officer  in  that 
-class  to  which  he  belongs  is  entitled  to 
consideration,  he  certainly  deserves  it 
better  than  any  other,  as  he  is  eminent- 
ly qualified  for  the  position,  and  has 
proved  it  by  many  acts  of  service.  My 
object  in  giving  this  notice  and  making 
this  motion  was  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting any  increases,  from  time  to  time, 
in  the  salaries  of  our  employes.  That  is 
a  point  on  which  I  may  or  may  not  be 
right,  but,  at  all  events,  I  insist  upon 
acting  on  that  principle.  I  may  say  that 
the  increase,  $100,  is  the  smsdlest  pos- 
sible amount  ^hat  can  be  named  as  an 
increase,  and  I  think,  even  with  it,  he 
will  be  placed  in  a  position  very  little 
above  bome  of  the  messengers  of  the 
House  as  regards  salary,  though  he  is  a 
man  of  education  and  capacity,  and  well 
qualified  to  fill  the  situation  which  he 
occupies.  If  I  can  get  any  assurance 
that  this  is  not  to  be  made  a  precedent 
for  other  increases,  I  will  not  press  my 
motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  have  no  hesi- 
tation, so  far  as  I  am  concerned  myself, 
as  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  in  giving 
Hon,  Mr,  Simpson. 


my  hon.  fiiend  all  the  assurance  I  can  give 
him  that  this  increase  is  not  to  be  made 
a  precedent.  At  the  same  time,  when  the 
Committee  agreed,  by  a  majority  of  one, 
to  increase  the  salary  of  this  officer  (I 
am  quite  unacquainted  with  the  indivi- 
dual myself,  and  have  no  special  reason 
for  advocating  his  claim),  it  was  repre- 
sented to  me  by  several  gentlemen,  not 
on  the  same  side  of  politics  as  those 
gentlemen  who  placed  that  clerk  in  his 
present  position,  that  he  was  a  merito- 
rious public  officer,  and  that  his  salary 
was  exceptionally  small  in  compaiison 
to  those  of  other  officers  of  the  House.  I 
think,  myself,  that  that  statement  was 
correct,  and  I  did  what  I  would  not 
have  done  under  any  other  circumstances^ 
because  t  allowed  the  increase  of  salary 
to  be  carried  by  my  own  vote  as  Chair- 
man, which  is  not,  1  admit,  a  very 
usual  thing  for  the  Chairman  of  the 
Contingent  Committee  to  do.  I  was  not 
aware,  and  I  am  not  aware  now,  that  the 
officer  alluded  to  is  a  Nova  Scotian.  I 
was  under  the  impression,  and  am  still, 
that  we  have  no  Nova  Scotian  in  the 
service  of  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— -I  undei-stood 
that  Mr.  Soutter  last  came  from  Nova 
Scotia. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— That  maybe, 
but  our  Province  is  not  represented  in  the 
service  of  this  House  at  all,  and  in  that 
respect  we  are  not  any  worse  off  than  in 
the  other  branches  of  the  public  service 
at  the  seat  of  Qovemment.  Oui*s  is  the 
only  province,  for  instance,  of  the  four  old 
provinces  of  the  Dominion,  that  has  not 
a  deputy  minister  in  the  public  service. 
The  other  three  provinces  monopolize  all 
those  and  other  positions  in  the  Civil 
Service.  Owing,  perhaps,  to  the  unfor- 
tunate ciix:umstances  attending  the 
initiation  of  Confederation,  Nova  Scotia 
has  never  received  a  fair  representation 
in  the  Civil  Service.  The  report  which 
I  am  about  to  ask  the  House  to  adopt 
contains  two  clauses. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  might,  per 
haps,  best  consult  the  feelings  of  the 
House,  at  this  stage,  by  not  pressing  the 
amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  first  clause 
proposes  an  increase  to  Mr.  Soutter's 
salary,  and  will  meet  the  approval  of  the 
33 
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House.  The  second  daase  is  one  of  more 
importance,  and  refers  to  a  subject  which 
has  excited  a  good  deal  of  discussion  in 
this  House,  as  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  hon.  gentlemen  who  listen  to  ma  I 
mean  the  questien  of  some  members*  in* 
demnity.  The  Contingent  Committee, 
to  which  the  matter  was  referred, 
thought  the  most  advisable  way  to  deal 
with  the  subject  was  to  refer  it  to  a  sub- 
ooBamittee,  consisting  of  some  of  the 
most  experienced  and  leading  members 
of  the  Contingent  Couimittee,  of  whom 
the  late  Speaker,  the  Hon.  Mr.  Botsford, 
was  Chairman,  who  made  a  report,  which 
was  unanimously  adopted.  It  was  as 
follows  : — 

**  The  Clerk  of  the  Senate  having,  in  com- 
pliance with  the  instruction  given  to  him  by 
your  honomble  House,  on  the  14th  of  April 
last,  prepared  for  the  use  of  your  Committee, 
and  laid  before  your  Committee,  a  full  state, 
ment  of  all  sums  paid  to  members  of  your 
honorable  House  for  sessional  indemnity  and 
mileage  since  1867,  inclusive,  your  Commit- 
tee have  investigated  the  same,  and  find  that 
the  practice  of  the  Senate  is  for  the  Clerk  to 
make  up  a  statement  of  the  attendance  of  and 
indemnity  payable  to  each  member;  that,  in  pre 
paring  these  statements,  the  Clerk  has  always 
included  Saturdays,  Sundays,  Easter  and  other 
holidays  occurring  after  the  member's  first 
attendance ;  that  in  several  cases  these  days 
have  made  up  a  sessional  attendance,  from 
which  absent  sitting-days  are  deducted,  and 
the  indemnity  calculated  accordingly;  that 
this  is  the  mode  of  reckoning  prescribed  by 
the  Indemnity  Act,  and  has  been  pursued 
em  since  Confedemtfoa  ia  both  Hmites  of 
Parliament,  under  the  direction  of  the  several 
successive  Speakers  thereof,  and  is  supported 
by  the  opinion  of  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice ;  and  that  no  member  of  the  Senate  has 
received  more  than  the  law  strictly  entitled 
him  to  receive." 

I  wish  to  oflTer  no  comments  just  now 
upon  this  report.  I  presume  it  will  be 
adopted  without  any  further  discussion, 
as  the  matter  has  been  very  fully  debated 
already.  I  shall,  therefore,  simply  move 
that  the  report  be  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — On  the  several 
occasions  when  the  matter  referred  to  in 
the  report  which  has  just  been  sub- 
mitted was  brought  before  the  House 
by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock 
(Mr.  Alexander),  I  refrained  from 
saying  anything,  although  it  was 
very  evident  that,  while  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Militia  was  the  real  object  of 
the  hon.  Senator's  attack,  he  (Sir 
Alexander  Campbell)  was  to  be  hit  over 
Mon.  Mr.  Miller. 


my  shoulders;  and,  therefore,  I  wa» 
aimed  at,  though  not  actually  named,  in 
the  notices  of  motion  which  the  hon« 
gentleman  placed,  or,  rather,  endeavor- 
ed to  have  placed,  from  time  to  time,  on 
the  Minutes  of  the  House.  I  did  not 
think  it  worth  while,  however,  to  take 
anr  notice,  either  of  the  hon.  gentleman's 
speeches,  or  of  his  resolutions.  The 
explanations  given  by  the  Minister  of 
Militia,  which  will  be  fresh  in  the  minda 
of  the  House,  in  his  speech  in  moving 
for  the  reference  on  which  the  Committee 
have  now  reported,  had  shewn  how  un- 
founded the  hon.  gentleman's  charges 
were,  and  I  scarcely  consider  it  neces- 
sary now,  as  Uie  report  really 
S[ieaks  for  itself,  to  say  anything 
on  the  subject.  It  may  be  as  well,  how- 
ever, in  order  to  prevent  erroneous  impres- 
sions that  may  be  sought  to  be  created 
outside  of  the  House,  to  briefly  recapitu- 
late the  circumstances  in  connection 
witli  this  matter,  which  have  been 
already  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  the  Min- 
ister of  Militia.  I  came  down  at 
the  beginning  of  the  session  of  1877  to 
attend  to  my  parliamentary  duties  as 
usual,  intending  to  remain  here  for  the 
session,  when,  in  the  beginning  of 
March,  I  received  a  cable  message  from 
ftaly,  informing  me  of  the  very  alarming 
illness  of  a  member  of  my  family.  I 
left  Ottawa  immediately,  and  sailed 
shortly  afterwards  for  Europe,  and  did 
not  return  to  this  country  until  the  fol- 
lowing autumn.  At  the  close  of  the 
sessicm,  the  Alimster  of  Militia,  acting 
on  my  behalf,  received  from  the  Clerk  of 
the  Senate  my  indemnity,  according  to 
the  statement  furnished  by  that  officer, 
in  the  usual  way.  This,  hon.  gentle- 
men will  remember,  was  in  1877.  The 
first  time  I  ever  heard  of  the  state- 
ment being  questioned  in  any  way 
was  just  at  the  close  of  last  session  of 
Parliament,  when  I  was  informed  by  a 
member  of  the  Contingencies  Committee 
that  attention  had  been  called  to  the  in> 
demnity  paid  to  certain  members  in 
1877,  and  that  my  name  had  also  been 
alluded  to,  the  gentlemen  more  imme- 
diately aimed  at  being  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House— one  of  them,  a  gentle- 
man whom,  I  deeply  regret  to  say,  we 
shall  probably  never  see  in  his  place 
again.  I  was  not  a  little  surprised  at 
this    information,  but,  having  had  no- 
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thing  to  do  with  the  settlement  of  that 
particular  year,  I  naturally  went  at  once 
to  my  friend,  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Militia,  who  had  been  kind  enough  to 
acD  for  me,  and,  in  reply  to  my  question, 
he  informed  me  that  he  had  settled  with 
the  Clerk  in  the  usual  manner  on  the 
statement  furnished  by  that  officer,  but 
as  he  {Sir  Alex.  Campbell)  was  not  act- 
ing for  himself,  he  had  taken  the  pre- 
caution to  satisfy  himself  that  that  state- 
ment was  strictly  in  accordance  with  the 
practice  of  both  Houses  and  the  opinions 
of- the  respective  Speakers  given  at  vari- 
ous times  for  the  guidance  of  the  Clerk, 
and  with  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Clerk 
of  the  Commons,  which  also  had  been 
had,  and  that  all  these  opinions  were 
fyled  in  the  Clerk's  office,  and  could  be 
seen  by  anyone  who  desired  to  examine 
them.  Of  course,  on  receiving  this  in- 
formation, I  gave  myself  no  further  con- 
cern on  the  matter,  nor  did  I  hear  any- 
thing more  about  the  matter  until  now, 
in  1880,  I  find  myself  singled  out  from 
the  whole  House,  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Woodstock,  and  made  the  subject 
of  his  persistent  attacks  for  an  indemnity 
paid  to  me  three  years  age,  strictly  in 
accordance  with  the  practice  of  both 
Houses  and  the  Statute  under  which  the 
indemnity  is  paid.  The  House  is  now 
fuUy  aware  of  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  and  the  report  of  the  Committee, 
as  it  has  been  submitted,  is  as  clear  and 
complete  as  can  be.  The  course  pursued 
in  my  case  in  1877  was  precisely  the 
same  as  that  followed  in  every  other 
case,  under  the  same  circumstances,  since 
Confederation — I  believe  some  thirty  or 
forty  instances  in  all— and,  therefore,  I 
think  I  shall  have  the  entire  concurrence 
of  hon.  gentlemen  when  I  say  that  there 
has  been  nothing  to  justify  ihe  offensive 
attacks  which  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Woodstock  has  thought  fit  to  make  both 
on  me  and  on  the  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Militia  in  connection  with  this  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  PBLLETIER— As  a  rule, 
I  am  not  in  favor  of  increasing  salaries, 
but  this  is  a  question  of  justice.  I  do  not 
know  the  gemtleman  whose  name  is  men- 
tioned in  the  first  clause  of  this  report,  but 
I  am  told  that  he  is  a  very  efficient  officer, 
and,  if  his  services  are  required  at  all,  he 
ought  to  have  a  good  salary.  Nine 
hundred  dollars  a  year  is  oidy  a  very 
Hon.  Mr.  Allan, 


small  salary  for  an  educated  man  holding 
that  position. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  see,  by  the  report 
that  is  now  before  me,  that  it  was  unani- 
mous on  the  part  of  the  Committee. 
Notwithstanding  all  that,  I  must  beg 
leave,  to  a  certain  extent,  to  differ  from 
it.  I  am  aware  that  the  practice  has  been 
carried  on  in  both  Houses,  of  taking  the 
full  amount  of  indemnity,  less  the  days 
the  parties  were  absent  from  the  House 
in  the  fore  part  of  the  session;  and, 
therefore,  the  first  notice  I  had  of  this 
matter  was  last  session,  when  I  went  to 
the  Committee,  as  hon.  gentlemen  are 
well  aware,  and  spoke  in  reference  to  it. 
I  was  then  told,  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  is  now  the  mover  of  this  report  that^ 
it  was  according  to  law.  He  sent  for  the 
Statutes,  and  read  the  law,  and  inter- 
preted it ;  but  that  did  not  satisfy  me. 
I  felt  inclined  to  differ,  and  I  still  feel 
inclined  to  differ  from  him  in  reference 
to  that  natter.  I  am  not  going  fully 
into  the  question  now,  but  I  may  say 
that  I  do  consider  it  is  wrong  that  mem- 
bers should  receive  indemnity  for  work 
that  they  have  not  done  ;  consequently, 
I  shall  have  to  dissent  from  this  report. 
I  cannot  consent  to  allow  it  to  go  out  to 
the  country  that  it  was  adopted  unaBi- 
mously.  I  think  that  I  am  taking  the 
proper  ground  in  order  to  sustain  the 
opinion  that  I  have  always  held  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter — an  opinion  which  I 
have  not  yet,  notwithstanding  all  that 
has  been  said  as  to  the  legality  of  the  Act, 
and  to  the  course  that  has  been  pursued 
— that  it  is  not  right  I  do  trust  that 
the  Crovemmentwill  take  it  upon  them- 
selves, during  the  recess,  to  prepare  a 
measure  so  to  amend  the  Act  of  Indem- 
nity at  the  next  session  that  there  can  be 
no  mistake  in  reference  to  it.  As  it 
stands  at  present,  it  leaves  a  doubt  with 
many.  Of  course,  with  all  due  regard 
and  deference  to  the  c^inions  of  legal 
gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
we,  who  are  not  lawyers,  have  the  liberty 
of  thinking  and  sp^sdcing  for  ourselves  ; 
and  I  do  not,  for  one,  feel  inclined  to 
have  it  go  out  to  the  country  that  we 
have  sanctioned  this  report  in  the 
position  in  which  it  now  stands. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  said  that, 
after  the  violent  discussions  which  this 
subject  had  called  forth,  it  would  be  un- 
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wise  to  say  anything  further  than  that 
he  dissented  emphatically  from  the  report 
of  the  Committee.  They  would  take  the 
responsibility  of  their  course  of  action, 
while  he  took  the  responsibility  of  his. 
The  hon.  member  from  Amherst  (Mr. 
Dickey)  had  withdrawn  his  motion,  which 
had  been  put  on  the  notice  paper,  object- 
ing to  gmnt  one  hundred  dollars  ad- 
ditional to  a  clerk's  salary.  Such  a  motion 
would  have  come  very  consistently,  upon 
grounds  of  patriotic  economy,  from  the 
Senator  from  Amherst,  who,  as  a  member 
of  the  Contingent  Committee,  had  ap- 
proved, sanctioned  and  endorsed  the 
construction  of  the  Indemnity  Law, 
allowing  members  to  take  six  or  seven 
hundred  dollars  for  twelve  days'  attend- 
ance. The  hon.  Senator  was  a  gentleman 
of  high,  consistent  and  patriotic  senti- 
ments^and  principles.  He  looked  at  such 
questions  from  the  lawyer's  standpoint, 
and  he  was  to  be  congratulated  upon  the 
high  principle  which  governed  lib  course. 

Hon.  Mr.  TRXJDEL— It  is,  perhaps, 
nnmecef'sary  to  reply  to  the  remarks  of  > 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  convince  the 
House  that  this  report  should  be  adopted ; 
but  we  cannot  forget  that  his  utterances 
will  go  to  the  public,  and  they  should  be 
accompanied  by  some  words  in  explana- 
tion of  them.  For  my  own  part,  I  never 
could  conceive  how  there  could  be  a 
doubt  as  to  the  interpretation  of  the 
law  as  it  stands,  whatever  differences  of 
opinion  there  might  be  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  amending  it.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  have 
interpreted  the  Act  im  any  other  way,  or 
the  Committee  to  have  arrived  at  any 
other  conclusion  than  their  report  con- 
tained. The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Alex- 
ander) has  fallen  into  error  through  a 
nistaken  notion  that  our  services  here 
should  be  computed  as  so  many  days' 
work.  The  character  and  social  position 
of  members  of  this  House,  and  the  ser- 
vices rendered  by  them,  are  certainly 
equal,  if  not  superior,  to  Uie  position  and 
duties  of  the  judiciary,  yet  who  would 
dream  of  treating  judges  in  that  way]  It 
often  happens,  in  remote  districts,  that 
there  is  mot  a  case,  civil  or  criminal  be, 
fore  a  judge  in  a  term.  What  would  the 
public  think,  or  the  judges  say,  if  we 
•  should  propose  to  reduce  their  salaries 
because  they  do  not  sit  a  certain  number 
Hon,  Mr,  Alexander, 


of  days  1  Members  of  the  Senate  are 
not  to  be  treated  as  if  they  were  com- 
mon laborers.  Their  indemnity  is  a  very 
small  one  in  view  of  the  important  ser- 
vices that  they  render  to  the  country. 
We  have  to  take  *the  law  as  it  stands, 
but  I  contend  that,  even  as  a  matter  of 
equity,  there  would  be  no  impropriety 
in  paying  the  full  indemnity  to  a  mem- 
ber who  has  sat  but  a  few  days  during 
the  session,  because  one  roan  may  render 
more  important  services  at  one  sitting  of 
the  House  than  another  could  during  his^ 
whole  life.  Viewed  in  this  light,  tbara 
is  no  injustice  done  under  the  law,  and  1 
think  it  is  a  pity  that  reflections  have 
been  cast  upon  members  of  this  House 
and  statements  sent  abroad  leading  the 
public  to  believe  that  Senators  have  re- 
ceived money  for  services  which  they 
did  not  render. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  always 
desire,  if  possible,  to  concur  in  the  reports 
of  select  committees  of  this  House,  be- 
cause we  may  fairly  assume  that  the 
members  who  form  those  committees 
liave  given  their  most  careful  attention 
to  the  subjects  referred  to  them,  but  I 
must  say  that  the  report  of  the  Select 
Committiee  upon  this  matter  does  not 
satisfy  me.  It  does  not  touch  so  fully 
upon  this  subject  as  it  should  have  done. 
I  am  not  disposed  to  cast  blame  upon  any 
member  ;  in  fact,  I  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  I  acquit  any  member  of  blame  or 
responsibility  for  accepting  the  amount 
of  indemnity  handed  to  him  by  the  Clerk, 
who  alone  is  responsible  for  the  manner 
in  which  the  accounts  are  kept.  But  I 
do  think  that,  under  the  circumstances 
which  have  been  laid  before  this  Com- 
mittee, it  was  incumbent  upcm  them,  if  they 
did  not  already  possess  the  power,  to  come 
before  the  Senate  for  increased  powers  to 
enable  them  to  make  some  recommenda- 
tion to  meet  the  difficulties  which  have 
been  so  frequently  alluded  to  during  the 
present  session  of  Parliament.  I  would 
just  point  to  some  of  the  incongruities 
which  may  arise  under  the  present  law. 
For  instance,  a  case  has  been  referred  to 
of  a  gentleman  who  served  eight  or  ten 
days  at  the  beginning  of  the  session  and 
received  $600  at  the  end  of  it,  while 
other  members,  who  had  been  detained 
in  their  own  Province  by  the  meeting  of 
the  Local  Legislature,  until  the  session 
of     this     Parliament     was     somewhat 
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advanced,  bnb  who  came  in  time  to  bear 
the  heat  and  burden  of  the  day,  received 
only  $10  per  diem  for  every  day  that 
they  attended.  Such  an  incongruity 
could  never  have  been  contemplated  by 
the  framers  of  the  law,  and  it  affords 
good  grounds  for  amending  the  Act.  I 
hope  that  another  session  will  not  be 
allowed  to  pass  witboitt  action  being 
taken  to  remove  those  inconjupruities. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  recognize  the 
weight  of  the  statement  that  has  just 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Prince  Edward  Island,  but  I  cannot  see 
how  it  can  interfere  in  any  way  with  the 
adoption  of  the  report,  which  simply 
makes  known  to  us  certain  things  that 
have  actually  occurred.  Unless  we  are 
prepared  to  say  that  the  facts  submitted 
in  this  report  do  not  exist  and  never  did 
occur,  I  do  not  see  how  we  can,  with 
any  propriety,  refuse  to  accept  it.  If  it 
contained  anything  distasteful  to  us,  I 
could  understand  why  it  should  b« 
rejected.  I  can  understand  that  it  should 
have  contemned  a  recommendation  if  the 
Committee  had  been  instructed  to  make 
one.  It  is  quite  clear  to  me,  from  the  report 
of  the  Committee,  and  from  what  has 
been  said  in  this  House,  that  there  was 
nothing  done  to  justify  the  very  serious 
charges  which  have  been  made  in  this 
House,  and  outside  of  it,  against  the 
character  of  a  member  of  this  body.  He 
was  accused  of  "  stealing." 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER-.  Oi-der ! 
order! 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  word  "  steal- 
ing "  was  used  by  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Woodstock,  and  applied  to  an  hon. 
gentleman  who  received  this  indemnity. 
Unquestionably,  such  a  chaVge  was  made, 
and  1  say  that  when  the  report  of  the 
(Committee  tells  us  clearly  and  distinctly 
the  whole  process  by  which  this  matter 
has  been  managed,  ever  since  tlJonfedera- 
tion  and  prior  to  1867 ;  when  it  says 
that  no  Senator  has  ever  received  more 
than  the  law  strictly  entitled  him  to 
receive,  I  do  contend  that  it  should 
be  unanimously?  adopted  by  the  Senate. 
I  fully  concur  in  the  opinion  that  the  law 
has  operated  unjustly  —  that  it  is  not 
right  that  a  member  who  attends  dur- 
ing the  last  three  or  four  weeks 
of  the  session,  when  most  of  the  business 
of  the  Senate  is  transacted,  should  re- 
Hon,  Mr.  Haythome. 


ceive  less  than  a  man  who  only  comes 
for  two  or  three  days  at  the  beginning  of 
the  session  ;  but  that  is  in  the  law,  and 
not  in  the  administration  of  it.  The 
Clerk  of  this  House  and  the  hon.  gentle- 
men who  have  made  up  these  accounts 
are  perfectly  justified  in  acting  as  they 
have  done,  and  no  man  can  point  at 
them  the  fins^e'r  of  scorn  and  say  that 
they  have  been  guilty  of  any  impro- 
priety. "Whether  it  is  a  matter  that  the 
Government  should  take  hold  of,  I  can- 
not say,  but  any  member  of  Parliamtnt 
who  considered  the  law  oppressive  could 
introduce  an  amendment  to  it. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Not 
in  this  Chamber. 

Hon.*  Mr.  VIDAL— That  would  not 
be  imposing  taxes  ;  it  would  be  relieving 
the  people  of  taxation.  But,  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  cannot  introduce  a  bill,  he 
can,  by  resolution,  bring  the  matter  be- 
ftre  Parliament.  I  sympathize  with 
those  who  desire  to  have  the  law 
changed,  and,  if  they  had  acted  in  the 
way  I  have  suggested,  I  should  have 
supported  them,  but  to  heap  all  the 
blame  on  innocent  shoulders  is  some- 
thing that  I  cannot  sanction  by  my  vote. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELI^I 
cannot  refrain  from  saying  a  few  words 
upon  the  occasion  of  the  presenting  of 
this  report.  I  think  that  something 
more  and  dififerent  should  have  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Senator  from  Woodstock, 
than  an  expression  that  he  protested 
against  the  report.  We  should  have  had 
from  him,  I  think,  some  expression  of 
regret  for  the  langiiage  which  he  has 
used  on  several  occasions,  when  we 
thought  he  was  ill-informed  on  the  law 
and  the  usage'in  this  and  the  other  House 
in  reference  to  this  subject.  The  Senate 
will  remember  that  fi-om  time  to  time 
when  this  question  has  been  up,  not  only 
were  the  hon.  gentleman  from  York  and 
myself  assailed,  in  language  which  I 
will  not  repeat,  but  towards  all  the 
members  of  this  House  who  had  acted 
under  the  law,  and  who  had  taken  no  more 
than  the  Indemnity  Act  authorized  them 
to  receive,  was  applied  the  language  to 
which  attention  has  just  been  drawn  by 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Samia  (Mr.  Vidal). 
After  addressing  such  language  to  mem- 
bers of  this  House,  and  after  an  investi- 
gation  has   been  held,   and  it  is  amply 


Digitized  by 


Google 


5 1 8  ContingerU  Accounts  [SENATE.] 


of  the  Senate. 


established  that  not  only  was  the  expla- 
nation which  I  gave  the  other  day  per- 
fectly correct,  but  that  there  are  as  many 
as  thirty  or  forty  cases  since  Confedera- 
tion, in  this  House  alone,  of  the  applica- 
tion of  the  undoubted  rule  of  law — the 
hon.  gentleman  offers  no  apology  for  his 
vile  attacks  upon  members  of  this  House 
— but  protests  against  the  report  of  th  e 
Committee,  and,  in  effect,  repeats  his 
original,  untrue  and  injuiious  accusa- 
tions. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— There  is  a  mis- 
apprehension wit^  regard  to  that.  A 
number  of  oases  included  in  the  thirty  or 


deranity  they  were  entitled  to,  they 
and  our  colleague  who  is  ill  have  been 
stigmatized  in  this  offensive  manner,  and 
the  hou.  Senator  from  Woodstock, 
now  that,  even  to  his  comprehension,  all 
is  made  clear,  instead  of  telling  us  that 
he  is  sorry,  and  regretting  the  error  into 
which  he  had  fallen,  reiterates  his  accusa- 
tions. He  should  hide  his  head  as  a 
slanderer. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  rise  to 
a  point  of  order.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
using  unparliamentary  language. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Who  can  apply  parli  imentary  language 


forty  referred  to  are  made  up  in  this  way  ,  to  conduct  such  as  that  of  the  hon,  gen 


— for  instance,  supposing  the  House  to 
sit  forty  days,  and  a  member  to  have  at- 
tended the  full  forty  days  from  the  open- 
ing to  the  close  of  the  House,  he  may  or 
may  not  have  made  his  thirty  or  thirty 
one 


tleman,  who  has  almost  put  himself  out- 
side the  pale  of  propriety  of  language  ! 
But  I  will  endeavor  not  to  overstep  its 
bounds.  We  have  been  told  that,  in  the 
corridors    of  the   House    and    on    the 


sitting    days,    there    may  be  only .  streets,    the  hon.   gentleman  has   been 

twenty-nine  sitting  days,  but  he  receives  I  repeating  the  slanders  which  he  had  the 

his  indemnity.     The  law  is  clear  with  i  assurance  to  make  in  the  House. 

regard  to  such  cases.  I      tt       h/t      a  t  t?v  a  xttmpt)     t     • 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER — I  nse  to 

Hon.  Sir.   ALEX.   CAMPBELL — It   a  point  of  order.     The   hon.   gentleman 

includes  those  cases,  but  there  ai*e  many  i  has  no  right  to  refer  to  rumors  outside  of 


others  affecting  membei*s  on  both  sides  of 
this  House.  It  was  with  reference  to  a 
member  of  this  House  whose  illness  we 
now  deeply  deplore,  that  the  hon.  Sena- 
tor first  used  this  language,  and  it  is 
withia  my  knowledge,and  of  friends  who 
have  told  me,  that  newspapers  have  been 
constantly  brought  to  the  bedside  of  that 
hon.  gentleman,  and  within  human  pro- 
bability that  these  attacks  of  the  Senator 
from  Woodstock  have  increased  the  pain 
of  his  iljness ;  and  not  only  has  he 
spoken  thus  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
whom  I  refer,  and  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Rigaud,  not  now  in  his 
place,  but 
referred  to  in 

eratiou,  some  thirty  or  forty  who  acted 
on  the  principle  which  the  report  under 
consideration  declares  to  be  correct,  and 
legal,  and  of  invariable  use  in  both 
Houses.  The  statement  which  the  Clerk 
makes  out  is  in  the  due  and  proper  exer- 
cise of  his  functions,  which  he  is  obliged 
to  make  out  under  the  law,  and  has  been 


this  Parliament  that  he  cannot  prove. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— He  has  a  per- 
fect right. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  a  perfect  right  to  refer  to 
rumors  that  he  has  heard. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
These  stories  were  told  in  the  lobbies  of 
this  House,  and  in  the  Russell  House/ 
and  to  everybody  in  the  streets  whom 
the  hon.  gentleman  could  get  to  listen  to 
him.  He  has  gone  about  making  it  his 
business   to  revile   me  and   those   hon. 


gentlemen  in  this  House  who  have  done 

with    reference    to  all  those  |  nothing  except  comply  with  the  law.    It 

the   report  under  consid- 1  is  well  known,  and  I  have  heard  it  nffen- 

tioned  by  members  on  both  sides  of  me, 
that  the  story  has  been  reiterated  again 
and  again,  to  members  of  this  House  and 
to  everybody  who  could  be  "  buttoned- 
holed  "  by  the  hon.  member  to  listen  to 
them,  and  an  unceasing  attempt  has  been 
made  to  pursuade  them  that  some  great 
wrong  and  offence  has  been  done  with 


universally  acted  upon  in   both   Houses,  reference  to   indemnities.     When    this 

and  because  thirty  or  forty  members  of  very  reiK)rt  was  brought  in,8aying  in  con- 

this  House  have    acted  under  the  law  cise   and   plain  language,,  that    nobody 

and  adopted  the  returns  made  out  for  has  done  anything  improper  or  illegal, 

them  by  the  Clerk  and  accepted  the   in-  what   did  we  hear  1     Those  hon.  gcntle- 
Eon,  Sir  Alex.  Campbdl. 
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tnen  who  sit  near  me,  and  who  are  an- 
noyed by  the  neighborhood  of  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Woodstock,  heard  him 
state  that  it  was  a  "whitewashing  re- 
port" 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER —Hear, 
hear. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Is 
that  language  that  should  be  held  here 
by  a  member  when  a  report  such  as  this 
is  brought  in  1  when,  if  he  had  any  right 
feeling,  the  hon.  member  would  have 
taken  the  first  occasion  to  express  his 
regret,  and  have  said  "  I  am  sorry ;  I 
have  misinterpreted  the  law  and  said, 
inside  and  outside  of  the  House,  injurious 
things  of  my  colleagues  which  I  will 
say  no  more."  This  was  the  language 
that  he  should  have  used,  instead  of 
pursuing  the  slanderous  course  which  he 
has  taken  during  the  session,  making,  as 
the  House  knows  he  has  done,  this 
House  uncomfortable,  and  himself  a 
nuisance. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  rise  to 
a  point  of  order.  I  ask  that  the  words 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  be  taken  down. 
He  says  that  a  member  of  this  House  is  a 
nuisance  when  acting  in  the  discharge  of 
his  duty. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— My 
words  need  not  be  taken  down;  I  re- 
tract them.  Instead  of  saying  "  a 
nuisance,"  I  will  say  making  himself  ex- 
ceedingly dis.igreeable.  That  is  parlia- 
mentary enough.  His  course  has  been 
not  only  disagreeable,  but  it  has  l)een 
silly  from  the  very  beginning  of  the  ses- 
sion. What  have  we  seen  here  from  day 
to  day  1  The  very  first  measure  which 
came  up  this  session  was  the  Militia 
Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to  give  to 
the  guard  of  honor  which  attends  the 
representative  of  our  Sovereign  the 
legal  powers  necessary  to  preserve  order 
in  case  of  any  difficulty.  What  did  the 
hon.  gentleman  do  1  Opposed  the  Bill 
and  characterized  it — ^in  his  poverty  of 
language  and  poverty  of  thought— as 
**  such  a  bill  1"  He  was  unable  to  find 
any  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  rise  to 
a  point  of  order.  The  hon.  gentlemen  is 
not  speaking  to  the  question :  he  is 
dragging  in  outside  issues. 

Hon.    Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL— 
I  am  describing  the  course  that  the  hon. 
Hon.  Sir  Alex.  Campbell, 


gentleman  has  pursued  from  the  beginning 
of  the  session.  When  his  attention  was 
drawn  to  the  object  of  the  Bill  by  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Amherst,  he  even 
then  seemed  incapable  of  understanding 
it,  and  came  in  with  explanations  which 
were  foolish  and  inappropriate,  as  his 
explanations  always  are.  The  next 
occasion  was  the  resolution  acceding  to 
the  request  of  the  House  of  Commons 
for  a  return  of  the  indemnities  paid  to 
members  for  the  year  1879,  taking  the 
very  words  of  the  request  just  as  the 
House  of  Commons  made  it.  What  did 
the  hon.  gentleman  do  but  rise  and  say 
that  he  took  ''the  responsibility  of 
opposing  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Minister  of  Militia."  He  take  the  re- 
sponsibility I  What  is  his  responsibility, 
mentally  or  any  other  way?  He 
opposed  what  ?  He  opposed  our  send- 
ing down  to  the  House  of -Commons 
the  very  information  which  he  has 
been  dragging  up  again  and  again 
to  the  annoyance  and  discomfort 
of  every  member  of  the  House ; 
that  is  what  he  took  the  responsibility  of 
opposing.  What  did  we  next  hear  1 
With  reference  to  the  reporting  of  our 
debates,  when  the  hon.  Senator  from  Rich- 
mond drew  attention  to  the  manner  in 
which  they  were  reported,  and  I  said 
something  in  furtherance  of  his  wish 
that  they  should  be  mpre  condensed,  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Alexander)  comes 
in  and,  in  his  blatant  way,  roars  at  me  : 
"  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  anything  to 
conceal  T  What  could  I  have  to  conceal 
with  reference  to  the  debates  or  anything 
else  1  God  knows  if  the  hon.  member 
was  as  fi-ee  from  having  anything  to  con- 
ceal as  I  am,  he  would  be  exceedingly 
well  off !  And  so  it  has  been  from  the 
beginning  of  the  session  until  now.  He 
talks  of  indemnity  not  having  been 
earned  by  members.  What  in  heaven 
has  he  ever  done  for  his  indemnity  1 
Has  he  ever  uttered  in  this  House  a  sen- 
sible idea  or  a  suggestion  of  value— any- 
thing that  anybody  has  profited  by  1 
Hon.  gentlemen  have  served  on  com- 
mittees with  him  ;  does  anyboiy  know 
that  he  has  ever  been  anything  on  a 
Committee  but  an  annoyance  and  a  draw- 
back to  the  proceedings  t  Did  he  ever 
make  a  suggestion  that  was  worthy  of 
adoption  ?  He  has  been  :is  useless  in 
committees  as  he  has  been  in  the  House, 
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and,  as  tte  hon.  Senator  opposite  (Mr. 
Tradel)  remarked,  a  member  roaj  serve 
htre  from  hour  to  hour  and  day  to  day 
for  his  whole  lifetime  and  his  services 
would  not  be  worth  his  indemnity.  Such 
is  the  case  with  the  hon.  Senator.  And 
80  it  has  been  from  the  beginning^f  the 
hon.  gentleman's  career  in  Parliament. 
He  told  us  the  other  day  that  he  had 
been  twenty-two  years  in  public  life. 
He  should  have  said  minus  the  six  or 
seven  years  during  which  he  was  not  in 
Parliament  He  first  came  here  in  1873. 
That  he  is  here  now  to  vex  and  annoy 
the  House  he  owes  to  me  more  than  any- 
body. Do  I  not  recollect  the  Assembly 
at  Quebec  when  it  was  left  to  Mr. 
Brown — the  gentleman  he  has  been 
attacking  now,  and  whom  he  said  last 
session,  he  "  would  kill  "  with  reference 
to  this  very  indemnity. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  rise  to 
a  point  of  order — let  the  hon.  gentleman 
prove  his  statement. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
heard  it  last  session  ;  let  the  hon.  gentle- 
man deny  it  if  he  dare  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER—!  do  deny 
it.  Let  the  hon.  gentleman  verify  his  state- 
ment or  withdraw  it.  ^ 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL -I 
was  told  that  he  said  so,  and  I  believe 
that  he  did,  and  I  think  I  could  readily 
establish  it.  I  remember  the  name  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  coming  up.  It  was 
left  to  Mr.  Brown,  leading  one  side.  Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald  leading  the  other, 
and  myself  as  refiresentiiig  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  at  the  time,  to  select  the 
members  of  the  Council  who  should  be 
appointed  to  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  rise  to 
a  point  of  order.  What  has  this  to  do 
with  the  question  before  the  House  %  I 
ask  the  Speaker  to  decide  whether  my 
appointment  to  this  (chamber  has  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  question  before  the 
Senate) 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  order  also.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  a  right  to  raise  a  question  ot  order, 
but  if  the  Chair  rules  against  him,  as  it 
has  already  done  during  this  discussion, 
it  ought  to  be  a  sufficient  intimati(m  to 
him  that  his  points  of  order  are  not  well 
taken. 

Hon.  Sir  Alex.  CampbeU. 


Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER -I  caU 
upon  the  Speaker  to  decide  1 

Hon.  Mr.  B0T3F0RD— The  hon. 
gentleman  should  point  out  the  rule  that 
has  been  violated. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The  hon. 
gentleman  has  no  right  to  refer  to  the 
manner  in  which  I  was  appointed  to  this 
Chamber.  The  Government,  of  which 
he  was  a  member,  ejected  me  from  it, 
and  they  had  no  right  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
propose  to  go  on  with  my  remarks  until 
I  have  rebuked  the  hon.  member  as  far 
as  it  may  be  in  my  power.  His  name, 
because  it  begins  with  "A,"  stood  at 
the  head  of  the  list.  It  was  inconti- 
nently placed  at  the  bottom  of  it  by 
common  consent,  and  he  was  left  out  at 
Confederation.  It  was  simply  because  I 
had  sat  here  in  the  Legislative  Council 
some  years  with  him  that  I  asked  my 
colleagues  to  be  allowed  to  write  letters 
to  him  and  others  who  were  in  a  similar 
position,  to  assm^  them  that  we  would 
give  them  seats  in  the  House  as  soon  as 
opportunities  presented  themselves.  It 
was  out  of  good  feeling,  and  because  I 
had  sat  with  him  before,  that  I  wrote^  to 
him. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Thank 
you. 

Hon,  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— He 

says  *'  thank  you  !"  and  he  ought  to  say 
it.  One  reason  which  he  gave  me  why  he 
was  exceedingly  anxious  to  come  back 
to  the  House  was,  I  remember  well,  that 
he  might  have  more  influence  with  cer- 
tain classes  of  persons,  but  particularly 
with  railway  managers,  and,  will  the 
House  believe  it?  be  able  to  procure 
railway  passes  from  them  I  This  was  the 
exalted  ambition  with  which  the  hon. 
member  desired  to  enter  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  rise  to 
a  question  of  order.  Is  this  House  to  be 
disgraced  by  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment 1  He  is  dragging  private  conver- 
sations into  this  debate,  and  inventing 
statements  besides.     It  is  disgraceful  ! 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
House  knows  that  I  have  shewn  every 
forbearance  since  the  beginning  of  the 
session ;  that  if  I  erred,  it  has  been  oa 
the  side  of  forbearance,  that  again  and 
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again  I  have  sat  silently  here  when  the 
hon.  member  was  attacking  me  in  the 
vilest  and  most  insulting  manner.  He 
did  ui-ge  these  reasons  upon  me 
when  he  was  asking  me,  as  he  did  scores 
of  times,  to  have  him  appointed  to  the 
Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  call  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  order  I  I  call  upon 
the  Speaker  to  do  his  duty.  He  is 
not  doing  his  duty,  and  I  will  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  whether  he  is  or 
not. 

The  SPEAKER— WiU  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman state  the  point  of  order  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The  point 
of  order  is  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
speaking  outside  of  the  question  al- 
together. What  right  has  he  to  drag 
private  conversations  into  this  dis- 
cussion 1 

Hon.  Mr.  MONTGOMERY— I  do 
not  think  that  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Alexander)  has  a  right  to  accuse  the 
Speaker  of  not  dmng  his  duty.  His 
words  should  be  taken  down  and  the 
doors  should  be  closed. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  ask  the 
Speaker  to  decide  whether  the  leader  of 
the  House  is  in  order  or  not. 

The  SPEAKER— It  is  the  hon,  gen- 
tleman from  Woodstock  who  is  out  of 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Will  the 
Speaker  decide  whether  the  leader  of 
the  Government  is  in  order  or  not  1  I 
will  take  the  sense  of  the  House.  There 
is  no  fair  play  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Order  !  The 
hon.  gentleman  says,  alluding  to  the 
chair,  that  there  is  no  fair  play.  I  move 
that  his  words  be  taken  down.  The 
House  should  punish  such  conduct. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER —The 
Minister  of  Militia  causes  all  the  scenes. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Could  anything  be  more  untrue  ] 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— He  has, 
ever  since  the  beginning  of  the  session. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— The 
House  knows  that  what  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman says  is  untrue. 

Hon.  Sir  Alex.  HampheU. 


The  SPEAKER  — The  Hon.  Mr. 
Alexander  says  '  there  is  no  faii>  play,' 
alluding  to  the  Speaker  of  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— It  \a  a  very 
unpleasant  position  to  be  placed  in  to- 
wards a  member  of  the  Senate,  to  require 
that  his  words  be  taken  down,  and  to 
ask  that  the  action  of  the  House  be 
taken  upon  it ;  but  I  fully  agree  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  (Mr.  Montgomery)  that,  previous 
to  the  last  remarks,  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Woodstock  was  grossly  insultins;  to  the 
Chair.  I  need  not  remind  the  House 
that  one  of  the  first  requisites  to  order  is 
respect  for  the  Chair,  and  one  of  the 
characteristics  which  distinguish,  more 
than  anything  else,  an  assemblage  of 
legislators  under  the  British  constitution, 
is  the  respect  which  is  manifested  to- 
wards the  presiding  officer.  The  hon. 
Senator  from  Woodstock  has,  on  two 
occasions,  used  language  towards  the 
Chair  which  calls  for  the  censure  of  the 
House.  On  the  first  he  was  rebuked  by 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Prince  Edward 
Island,  but  he  has  repeated  the  offence, 
and  remarked  that  there  was  no  fair 
play  from  the  Chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— The 
House  will  allow  me  to  explain 
that  I  appealed  to  the  Speaker  whether 
the  leader  of  the  House  was  out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  no  right  to  refer  to  anything  bat  the 
question  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  am  ex- 
plaining  why  I  said  there  was  no  fair 
play.  Is  the  House  to  be  governed  by 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Richmond  1  He 
is  eternally  trampling  upon  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  members,  and  S} leaking 
to  them  in  the  most  abusive  and  insult- 
ing manner. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order.  The  hon*  gentleman's 
language  is  not  in  order. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is,  of  coui-se,  out  of  order.  He 
should  confine  himself  to  the  subject  be- 
fore the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  pro- 
ceed to  state  why  I  said  there  was  no  fair 
play.     I  appealed  to  the   Speaker  of  this 
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House  to  declare  from  the  Chair  whether 
the  leader  of  the  Grovemment  was  in 
ordet  or  not,  in  discussing  the  manner  in 
which  I  was  appointed  to  this  House. 
In  my  judgment  it  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  question.  The 
Speaker  does  not  decide  that 
point,  but  rules  that  I  am  out  of  order. 
I  did  not  say  that  there  was  no  fair  play 
from  the  Speaker  ;  but  I  said  that  there 
was  no  fair  play.  The  member  from 
Hichmond  has  no  right  to  state  that  I 
referred  to  the  Speaker,  and  he  shews  a 
bias  in  his  mind  when  he  attaches  to 
those  words  "  the  Chair."  I  said  there 
waa  no  fail'  play  to  an  tumble  member 
of  this  House.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  he  is  doing  me  a  wrong  in  adding 
those  words. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  would  say  to 
the  hon.  member  who  has  just  sat  down 
that  he  magnifies  the  point,  probably 
from  the  excitement  under  which  be 
labors.  The  hon.  member,  in  interrupt- 
ing the  Minister  of  Militia,  was  not  satis- 
fied with  that,  and  rising  to  a  point  of 
order,  but  he  persisted  in  using  unpar- 
liamentary expressions.  Then,  when  he 
was  ruled  out  of  order,  he  committed  a 
breach  of  the  rules,  and,  when  called  to 
order  again,  he  used  these  expressions, 
that  he  could  get  no  fair  play.  We  are 
anticipating  a  little  in  this  Chamber.  It 
is  open  now  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Woodstock,  who  has  been  pronounced 
out  of  order,  and  whose  words  have  been 
taken  down,  te  retract  those  words,  or 
apologize  for  them.  If  he  does  not  do  so, 
my  hon.  friend  will  be  justified  in  moving 
the  censure  of  the  House  upon  him,  and 
I  think  he  would  deserve  the  censure  of 
the  House  for  such  a  grave  offence. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  have 
too  often  in  this  House  submitted  to  the 
two  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  (Mr.  Dickey 
and  Mr.  Miller),  as  if  they  were  the 
Senate.  Now,  if  the  House  thinks  that 
I  should  retract,  I  will  cheerfully  do  so  ; 
but  I  will  not  submit  to  the  dictation  of 
those  two  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  who 
are  always  against  me.  If  I  am  wrong, 
I  will  retract  at  once,  as  a  gentleman.  If 
1  have  used  unparliamentary  langiiage, 
I  retract  it  cheerfully,  and  I  have  a  pride 
in  doing  so. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
have  but  little  more  to  add.  t  have 
Jlon  Mr,  Alexander, 


already  expressed  very  fully  my 
opinions  on  this  matter.  When  I  was 
interrupted,  I  was  telling  the  House  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman came  back  to  the  Senate ;  and, 
as  1  have  told  him,  he  owes  it  very  much 
to  me  that  he  is  here  now  to  vex  and 
annoy  us  by  his  malignant  folly ;  he  owes 
to  me  too— whom  he  has  been  slandering 
during  the  whole  session,  without  cause, 
untrutlifully,  and  without  provocation — 
that  he  was  made  the  Postmaster  of  the 
town  in  which  he  lives. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  rise 
again  to  a  question  of  order.  Is  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  to  allow  a  member 
to  go  on  transgressing  the  rules  of  the 
Senate  t  I  call  upon  the  Speaker  to 
decide  the  question. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
The  question  of  order  has  already  been 
decided. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Is  this 
transgression  of  the  rules  of  Parliament 
to  be  allowed  ) 

He  SPEAKER— What  is  the  point  1 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— He  is 
travelling  outside  the  record. 

The  SPEAKER— The  question  before 
the  House  is  one  relating  to  the  indem- 
nity of  members,  and  it  affords  very  great 
scope  to  members  taking  part  in  tiie 
debate;  and  furthermore,  great  scope 
and  forbearance  are  extended  to  all  mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  are  called  upon 
to  address  it,  particularly  upon  personal 
questions. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
should  never  have  troubled  the  House  if 
the  hon.  Senator  had  offered  any  expres- 
sion of  regret  for  the  language  he  used 
on  a  former  occasion,  and  which  anyone 
of  good  feeling  could  not  have  refrained 
from  doing  when  this  most  clear  report, 
unanimously  adopted  by  the  Committee 
on  Contingencies,  was  presented  to  the 
House.  I  repeat  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  much  indebted  to  me  for  his  seat 
in  this  House  and  in  the  other  respect  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  and  has  repaid  me, 
as  hon.  gentlemen  have  witnessed,  by 
slanders  in-doors  and  out  of  doors.  Many 
members  will  suppose,  from  the  persist- 
ent and  insulting  attacks  he  has  made 
upon  me  from  the  beginning  of  the  ses- 
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-sion  up  to  this  titney  that  some  iU-will 
had  arisen  between  us  )jefora  Parliament 
met.  1  have  taxed  ray  memory  to  find 
if  anything  had  occurred  to  cause  it,  and 
I  declare  to  this  House,  and  everyone 
who  hears  me,  I  am  sure,  will  be  sur- 
prised to  know,  that  nothing  unpleasant 
has  erer  occurred  between  us,  much  less 
a  quarrel.  When  the  hon.  gentle- 
man came  down  to  Parliament  this  year 
I  met  him,  just  as  in  former  sessions, 
without  the  slightest  dream  of  the  exist- 
ence of  any  ill-feeling.  I  am  perfectly 
«t  a  loss  to  understand  his  animosity, 
•and  what  has  he  done  ever  since  the  be- 
ginning of  the  session  but  attack  me,  in 
-season  and  out  of  season  )  Up  to  this 
moment  I  have  never  replied  to  him,  not 
•a  single  word ;  and  yet  he  says,  most 
untruthfully,  that  I  have  been  the  cause 
of  scenes ;  to  this  moment  I  have  said 
not  a  word.  If  any  member  of  this 
House  is  free  from  such  an  accusation  I 
am.  It  is  wholly  foreign  to  my  dispo- 
sition and  habits  of  thought  and  action 
to  create  scenes.  It  has  always  been  my 
endeavor,  as  fietr  as  lay  in  my  power,  to 
promote  good  and  kindly  feeling  in  the 
House,  and  to  endeavor  to  get  on 
with  the  business  of  the  country  without 
any  departure  to  irritating  side  issues, 
and  without  discussing  anything  but 
the  business  before  the  House.  Every 
member  of  the  House  knows  that  I  have 
never  attacked  a  single  member  of  it ; 
it  is  habitual  with  me  to  avoid  giving 
offence,  and  I  am  happy  to  think,  and  I 
believe  I  justly  may,  that  if  1  left 
Parliament  to-morrow,  I  should  leave 
without  the  enmity  of  a  single  member, 
on  either  side  of  politics,  in  this  House 
or  the  other,  except  this  poor  man,  whom 
I  have  never  wronged,  nor  ever  provoked. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDERr— I  rise  to 
a  point  of  order.  The  hon.  gentleman 
iias  lost  Ms  self-respect  completely. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
'*  This  hon.  member,*'  I  should  have  said  ; 
but  one,  in  the  heat  of  debate,  sometimes 
forgets  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— If  I 
understand  the  rules  of  this  House,  it  is 
incumbent  on  members  to  avoid  sharp 
and  taxing  speeches,  and  I  call  u|K)n 
you,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  decide  whether  the 
language  used  by  the  hon.  the  Minister 
.of  Militia  is  sharp  and  taxing. 
Hon.  Sir  Alex.  Campbell. 


Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL—I 
dare  say  it  was  sharp  and  taxing.  I 
tope  it  was,  but  I  retract  the  expression 
as  it  is  out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— I  rise  to 
a  point  of  order.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
in  his  explanation,  has  stated  that  he 
hoped  it  was  a  taxing  speech. 

Hon.  SirALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes, 
and  I  retract  it.  The  fact  is,  hon.  gen- 
tlemen, the  House  gives  me  great  lati- 
tude, because  the  hon.  Senator  I  am  reply- 
ing to  has  abused  its  patience  again  and 
again,  by  his  malignant  attacks  upon  me 
ever  since  the  session  began — the  lan- 
guage which  he  has  held  out  of  doors  and 
behind  my  back — but  I  say  again,  that, 
after  many  years  spent  in  ihe  front  ranks 
of  parliamentary  life  (in  office  and  in 
Opposition),  save  himself,  I  do  not 
think  I  have  the  enmity  or  ill-will  of  any 
gentleman  in  this  or  the  other  House,  on 
either  side  of  politics.  There  are  hon. 
gentlemen  all  around  me  who  have 
known  me  for  ten,  twenty,  and  some 
thirty  years,  and  they  can  say  whether 
I  have  ever  been  open  to  the  insolent  and 
f^ile  attacks  made  upon  me  by  the  hon. 
Senator  from  "Woodstock;  but  I  leave 
him  now.  His  course,  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  was  spoken  of  in  this  House  a 
few  weeks  ago  by  an  hon.  friend  opposite 
in  language  at  once  forcible  and  true.  I 
adopt  and  re- affirm  what  was  then  said, 
and  pronounce  the  Senator  from  Wood- 
stock to  be  a  slanderer. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  said  that 
the  House  would  not  refuse  him  the 
right  to  reply — which  he  would  do  very 
briefly — to  such  a  speech  as,  he  was  sure, 
was  never  before  delivered  upon  the 
floor  of  any  Parliament,  by  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown.  The  Minister  of  Militia 
appeared  to  be  unduly  excited,  and  had 
used  language  to  brand  him  (Mr.  Alex- 
ander), a  humble  member  of  this  House, 
because  he  endeavored  to  discharge  a 
duty  to  the  country.  It  was  not  very 
creditable  to  this  House  to  have  a  perpe- 
tuation of  such  scenes  as  the  conduct  of 
the  Minister  of  Militia  had  given  rise 
to.  The  position  was  this :  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  onp  or  two  of  his  friends 
had  done  sad  things,  and  he  thought,  by 
throwing  the  mud  at  him  (Mr.  Alex- 
ander), in  the  discreditable  manner  he 
had   done,  the  public   mind    would    be 
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diverted  from  the  misdeeds  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Militia  and  his  triends.  The  best 
reply  that  he  (Mr.  Alexander)  could 
make  to  the  hon.  gentleman  was,  that  he 
felt  pity  for  him  that  he  should  destroy 
the  respect  which  the  House  was  disposed 
to  pay  him,  by  such  a  discreditable  and 
violent  tirade  of  personal  abuse  because 
he  had  endeavored  to  stop  ignoble  acts. 
8uch  language  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  used  was  unparliamentaiy,  and  such 
an  attack  as  he  had  just  made  upon  him 
(Mr.  Alexander)  was  senseless.  The 
country  would  judge  of  the  position  of 
the  two  parties.  He  (Mr.  Alexander) 
retracted  not  one  single  word  he  had  used 
during  a  former  debate  to  characterize 
such  acts  as  the  Minister  of  Militia  and 
one  or  two  of  his  friends  had  been  guilty 
of.  But  his  moral  sense  seemed  to  be 
gone,  as  he  justitied  members  of  this 
House  taking  six  or  seven  hundred 
dollars  for  twelve  days*  work. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  rise  to  a 
question  of  order.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man would  simply  content  himself  with 
answering  any  portion  of  the  speech  of 
the  Minister  of  Militia  that  requires  an 
answer,  I  should  not  object,  but  if  he  is 
going  to  open  up  the  main  question,  I 
object,  because  he  has  already  addressed 
the  House  on  that  subject. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Woodstock  has  already  ad- 
dressed the  House  upon  the  question. 
At  the  same  time,  on  the  personal  ques- 
tion, I  am  sure  that  the  House  will 
extend  great  forbearance. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  desired  to 
refer  to  the  statement  of  the  Minister  of 
Militia,  that  he  had  to  thank  him  (Sir 
Alex.  Campbell)  that  he  had  now  a  seat 
in  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes; 
very  much. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  said  the 
hon.  gentleman  seemed  to  think  it  seem- 
ly that  he  should  cast  np  to  members 
any  supposed  past  favors  that  he  had 
been  instrumental  in  securing  to  them. 
But  there  was  a  slight  difference  of 
opinion  upon  the  subject  of  such  favors. 
The  hon.  gentleman  appeared  to  be  ob- 
livious of  the  injustice  and  wrong  done 
him  (Mr.  Alexander)  by  Sir  John  Mac- 
donald's  Government,  at  the  time  of  the 
Bon,  Mr.  Alexander. 


Union,  in  omitting  him  from  the  first 
Senate  roll.  It  was  a  grave  wrong,  and 
one  that  was  strongly  resented  by  the  dis 
trict  which  he  had  represented  in  the  old 
Parliament  for  so  many  years  before  the 
Union.  It  was  a  wrong  dwelt  upon 
with  force  by  the  members  of  both 
Houses.  It  amounted  to  an  outrage — a 
gross  outrage.  But,  perhaps,  it  would 
gratify  the  Minister  of  Militia  if  he  (Mr. 
Alexander)  should  accord  him  thanks  for 
his  great  kindness.  Then  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman boasted  that  he  had  secured 
for  him  (Mr.  Alexander)  an  appointment 
of  a  post-office,  which  was  given  to  him 
at  a  moment  when  he  was  reduced  to 
slender  means  through  a  conspiracy  of 
dishonest  men  of  high  position,  whom  he 
ought  now  to  name,  but  would  not  name 
on  the  floor  of  this  Parliament,  who  were 
living  on  the  means  of  widows  and 
orphans  and  poor  families — shareholders 
of  a  certain  bank — whose  whole  capital 
was  thus  plundered.  If  it  would  gratify 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  should  ac- 
cord to  him  thanks  for  that  favoi*,  he 
would  now  do  so.  With  regard  to  the 
hon.  gentleman's  own  conduct,  he  had 
been  the  cause  of  all  the  scenes  that  have 
taken  place  in  this  House,  and  for  which- 
he  (Mr.  Alexander)  was  to  be  denounced 
as  *'  a  nuisance."  The  hon.  gentleman's 
moral  sense  was  gone.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man was  chiefly  chargeable  with  this 
wrong-doing,  for  he  inspired  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  to  make  such  undue  pay- 
ments. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
object  to  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— The  hon. 
gentleman  is  entirely  out  of  order,  and 
he  has  repeated  it  over  and  over  again. 
When  he  addressed  the  House  on  the 
motion  before  the  chair,  he  had  an  op- 
portunity of  saying  all  that  he  could 
with  propriety  say  with  regard  to  it,  and, 
therefore,  he  is  out  of  order  in  referring 
to  it  again.  The  only  explanation  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  in  order  to  make 
is  the  explanation  with  respect  to  the 
speech  of  the  Minister  of  Militia,  made 
before  him,  but  he  cannot  go  into  the 
motion  and  repeat  arguments  which  he 
has  used  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  have 
only  just  to  add  that  the  House  must  have- 
been  shocked   at    the   dreadful    speech- 
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^hich  has  been  delivered  by  the  leader 
of  the  House  to-day.  It  is  very  sad  to 
think  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH— T  cannot 
let  this  report  go  by  without  feeling  that 
I  am  compromising  myself  with  respect 
to  my  views  as  to  the  interpretation  of 
the  Indemnity  Act.  I  am  still  of  the 
opinion  that  it  may  be  strictly  law,  but 
there  is  so  much  incongruity  in  it  and  in 
its  working  that  it  is  not  either  the 
spirit  or  the  intention  of  the  law.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  take  an  early  op- 
portunity to  have  the  law  consid- 
ered, and  revise  it  I,  for  one,  should 
move  in  this  House  in  the  matter, 
but  I  do  not  believe  that  we  can  take 
any  action,  either  by  bill  or  motion,  to 
alter  the  Indemnity  Act.  I  think  it 
becomes  the  Government  to  meet  the 
matter  at  an  early  day,  and  make  the 
law  common  sense,  so  that  a  man  who 
sits  h^re  for  one  hour  in  the  early  part 
of  the  session  shall  not  receive  more 
money  than  a  man  who  has  attended  in 
his  place  the  whole  of  the  latter  half  of 
the  session.  Such  is  the  incongruity 
that  exists.  I  am  sure  it  is  not  common 
sense,  and  the  law  shonld  be  amended 
next  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— As  one  of  the 
members  of  the  Sub-Committee  who 
reported  to  the  Contingencies  Committee, 
I  did  not  consider  myself — and  I  think 
I  am  speaking  for  my  colleagues  also — 
called  upon  to  report  as  to  the  policy  of 
the  law,  or  the  wisdom  of  it»  in  any 
shape  whatever.  What  we  had  to  con- 
sider was,  whether  the  gentlemen  who 
had  received  money  without  sitting 
the  full  number  of  days  of  the 
session  had  drawn  more  than 
they  were  entitled  to  under  the 
law.  After  going  over  the  subject  with 
great  care,  we  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
set  forth  in  the  report,  that  no  charge  of 
that  sort  could  be  established  against 
anybody.  I  am  very  sorry  indeed  that 
so  minch  personalities  have  been  import- 
ed into  this  question.  As  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  whose  name  has  been  men- 
tioned here,  I  may  say  for  myself,  that 
few  of  us  will  believe  that  he  would  do 
anything  dishonorable,  but  he  was  not 
the  only  one ;  everybody  had  to  act  upon 
the  same  law,  and,  I  believe,  if  I  had 
been  in  the  same  place,  I  should  have 
J/on.  Mr,  Alemmier. 


acted  upon  the  same  law  myself.  I 
know  that  in  the  House  of  Commons 
t'lat  is  the  way  they  act  there,  but  I  may 
add  that  they  have  the  good  sense  there 
not  to  stir  up  these  things  before  the 
public  At  the  same  time,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that,  if  any  change  of  the  law  were 
pro]K)sed  here  or  anywhere  else,  I  should 
be  disposed  to  vote  for  the  change. 
I  think  the  Act  was  unfortunately  con- 
ceived, and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  for 
Woodstock  had  raised  the  question  in 
that  shape,  he  would  have  had  my  very 
earnest  support. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— I  think  I  am 
somewhat  responsible,  in  the  first  place, 
for  this  question  having  arisen,  because, 
last  year,  I  thought  it  my  duty,  as  one 
of  the  Sub- Committee  of  the  Contin- 
gencies Committee,  to  examine  the 
Clerk's  accounts,  and  I  brought  this 
matter  up  before  the  Committee. 
I  may  say  that,  while  I  regret 
the  unpleasantness  that  has  arisen,  I  do 
not  regret  that  the  matter  has  been 
brought  befora  the  attention  of  the  Gov- 
ernment and  of  the  country,  because  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  return  that  speaks 
volumes,  and,  if  I  spoke  from  that 
return,  I  should  not  be  out  of  order.  It 
is  necessary  that  the  law  should  be 
changed,  because  I  see  it  stated  here 
that,  for  five  sitting  days,  one  gentleman 
takes  $664,  and,  for  five  sitting  days, 
another  gentleman  takes  $592. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— If  you  name 
cases,  name  the  men. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— T  shall  take  my 
own  course.  I  am  not  going  to  name  the 
men,  nor  will  I  have  it  dragged  out  of  me 
unless  I  have  a  mind  ta  I  take  my  own 
course,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  takes  his, 
and  I  am  not  going  to  shirk  my  respon- 
sibility in  the  matter.  On  looking  over 
the  accounts,  I  found  that  there  was  great 
incongruity  in  the  manner  in  which  the 
indemnity  was  paid.  I  believed  it  to  be 
unfair,  and,  believing  so,  I  brought  it 
befoTO  the  Commit  ree.  However,  the 
matter  was  dropped  there,  and  I  never 
took  any  more  notice  of  it  in  a  public 
manner,  but,  when  we  see  another  case 
in  which,  for  only  eighteen  days  attend- 
ance, in  two  sessions,  a  gentleman  takes 
away  $1,280,  it  is  a  state  of  afiairs  that, 
I  t^ink  should  be  remedied.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  will  be  remedied.     It  is  the 
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duty  of  the  Gk)veminent  to  bring  in  a 
measure  in  this  direction,  and  though  I 
regret  the  personal  feature  of  the  question, 
I  have  taken  it  on  general  grounds,  that 
if  the  interpretation  of  the  law  is  correct 
as  the  lawyers  have  given  it,  there 
is  an  incongruity  to  be  removed. 
Thinking  so,  I  made  it  my  business  to 
bring  it  before  the  Committee,  and  there 
£  left  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER—I  did  not 
say  a  word  on  this  subject  on  a 
former  occasion  when  it  was  before 
the  House,  or  to-day,  but  I  wish 
to  make  a  few  i*emarks  now.  T  tMnk  it 
is  to  be  regretted  that  so  much  time  has 
been  lost  in  discussing  the  indemnity  of 
members,  and  it  is  still  further  to  be 
regretted  that  those  discussions  have  not 
taken  place  with  closed  doors.  It  seems 
to  me  to  be  peculiarly  a  domestic  matter 
that  affects  the  members  of  the  Senate 
almost  alone,  and  it  is  one  that  should 
have  been  discussed  by  ourselves,  with- 
out the  presence  of  strangers.  But,  as 
the  public  have  been  admitted  and  the 
reporters  are  pi-esent,  and  theii  reports 
are  to  go  to  the  country,  I  think  that 
there  is  one  point  on  which  enough 
stress  has  not  been  laid,  and  that  is  the 
possible  impression  left  on  the  country 
that  this  practice  is  confined  to  the 
Senate.  The  fact  is  that  the  very  same 
practice  obtains  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, only  the  House  of  Commons 
have  had  wisdom  enough  not  to  talk 
of  it  in  public.  Then  there  is  another 
fact  to  be  borne  in  mind,  that  it  is  not 
in  the  power  of  the  Senate  to  change  the 
law.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  leads  the  Government 
made  the  statement  in  his  place  in  this 
House  or  not,  but  I  am  aware  that  he 
did  all  that  he  could  do ;  he  brought  the 
matter  before  the  leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  a  former  occasion,  with  a  view 
of  having  a  Bill  introduced  in  the  Com- 
m<His  for  the  purpose  of  remedying  this 
evil,  and  I  have  understood  that  the 
Commons  were  not  willing  that  the 
measure  should  be  adopted. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL—I 
stated  that  on  several  occasions  I  had 
prepared  bills,  and  on  two  occasions  I 
have  had  them  printed  with  a  view  of 
making  the  change. 
Hon.  Mr,  Read. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Woodstock  must  see* 
that,  instead  of  the  leader  of  this  Honse^ 
being  to  blame,  he  has  done  all  that  that 
hon.  gentleman  could  have  done  himself,, 
had  he  been  in  his  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— No  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  House  haa 
not  the  power  to  introduce  a  measure  of 
the  kind  contemplated  by  the  memlier 
from  Woodstock.  I  quite  agree  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Quinti,  who  haa 
just  sat  down,  in  thinking  that  a  change 
should  be  made,  and  I  trust  now  that 
the  attention  of  the  House  and  of  the 
country  has  been  so  directly  called  to  the 
matter,  that  the  Government  will  take 
steps  next  session  to  introduce  a 
bill  that  will  put  a  proper  con- 
struction upon  the  Statute,  because,, 
while  the  construction  now  put  upon  it 
by  the  leader  of  the  Government  is. 
the  legal  and  correct  one,  be}'tnd 
doubt,  it  is  a  construction  which  will  not- 
meet  with  the  approval  of  the  public^ 
and  it  is  evidently  not  the  construction 
that  was  intended  when  the  Act  wa» 
passed. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  only  desire- 
to  make  one  or  two  observations  as 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Contin- 
gencies. We  have  submitted  this  report 
to  the  House,  but  on  one  branch  of  the 
observations  I  intended  to  make  I  have 
been  forestalled  by  the  gentleman  who 
has  preceded  me.  It  is  the  vindication 
of  the  Committee  to  whom  this  subject 
was  referred.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  is  wrong  in  sup- 
posing that  we  had  power  to  go  beyond 
what  we  did ;  we  had  power  simply  to- 
inquire  into  indemnity  paid  to  members^ 
and  not  to  amend  the  law;  therefore,  my 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Haythome)  is  altogether 
wrong  in  endeavoring  to  attach  any 
blame  to  the  Committee  for  not  going  any 
further.  With  regard  to  the  character 
of  the  report,  hon.  gentlemen  will  preceive 
that,  no  matter  what  their  opinions  may 
be  with  r^;ard  to  this  indemnity,  and  I 
think  a  very  general  sentiment  prevails 
in  the  House  that  if  the  law  is  not  in  a 
satisfactory  condition  at  present  it  ia 
advisable  to  alter  it,  there  can  be  no 
hesitation  on  the  part  of  any  member, 
who  believes  the  facts  of  the  report  to  be 
correct^  in  voting  for  it.    It  only  states  a 
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series  of  facts  that  cannot  be  questioned, 
supported  by  evidence  of  the  most  incon- 
trovertible character  since  Confederation, 
which  fully  bear  out  the  statement  made 
by  the  Minister  of  Militia  at  the  time 
the  subject  was  brought  before  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE^My  state- 
ment  was,  that  I  considered  that,  if  the 
Committee  on  Contingencies  had  not 
sufficient  power  to  recommend  a  remedy 
for  the  existing  state  of  the  law,  in 
my  opinion,  they  should  have  come  to 
the  House  for  an  increase  of  their 
powers. 

The  House  divided  on  the  motion  for 
the  adoption  of  the  report,  which  was 
carried  by  the  following  vote : — 

Contents : 
Hon.  Messrs. 
Aikins,  Hamilton  {Kingston)^ 


Allan, 

Hope, 

Archibald, 

Kaulbach, 

Armand, 

Leonard, 

McLelan,  (Londonderry) 

Benson, 

McMaster, 

Botsford, 

Macdonald, 

Bonoberville,  De, 

Mac&rlane, 

Boyd, 

Maophereon,  (Speaker) 

Brouse, 

Miller, 

Bureau, 

Montgomery, 

Campbell,  Sir  Alex., 

Odell, 

Ohafiers, 

PAquet, 

Chapais, 

Pelletier, 

Obristie, 

Penny, 

CocbFaae, 

Power, 

Cormier, 

Pozer, 

ComwaU, 

Bead, 

Dever, 

Beesor, 

Dickey, 

Ryan, 

Dickson, 

Simpson, 

Dumoachel, 

Smith, 

Fabre, 

Stevens, 

Ferrier, 

Sutherland, 

Gi*e, 

Trudel, 

Girard, 

Vidal, 

Olasier,  ^ 

Wark.— 65. 

Qa^Tiemont, 

NON-CoNTENTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 

Alexander, 

Haytbome.-^S. 

Flinty 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

BiU  (113)  "An  Act  authorizing  the 
making  of  certain  investigations  under 
oath."— (Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (119)  "An  Act  respecting  the 
administration  of  criminal  justice  in  the 
territory  in  dispute  between  the  Govern- 
ments of  the  Province  of  Ontario  and 
Hon.  Mr.  Miller. 


the  Dominion  of  Canada." — (Sir  Alex. 
Campbell.) 

Bill  (1 14)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Act  resi)ecting  Dominion  Notes." — 
(Sir  Alex.  CampbeU.) 

Bill  (83)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Act  respecting  cruelty  to  animals." 
— (Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (120)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  law 
of  evidence  in  criminal  cases,  as  respects 
the  taking  and  use  of  the  depositions  of 
persons  who  may  be  unable  to  attend  at 
trial."— (Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (K)  ''An  Act  to  explain  and 
further  amend  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  1878."~.(Sir  Alex.  Campbell  ) 

SAVINGS     BANKS    IN    ONTARIO    AND 
,  QUEBEC  BILL. 

SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (M)  "  An  Act 
respecting  certain  savings  banks  in  the 
Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec." 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY—Doos  it  do  any 
more  than  simply  extend  the  charters  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Yes;  it  provides  that  hereafter  they 
may  take  provincial  securities  as  well  as 
Dominion  securities. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN— There  is  a  very 
important  matter  affecting  savings 
banks.  Are  they  to  have  permission  to 
advance  upon  bank  stocks,  a  privilege 
which  has  just  been  taken  away,  by  the 
Bill  now  before  Parliament,  from  the 
regular  chartered  banks  ? 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  is  nothing  in  this  Bill  on  that 
point. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  adjourned  at  1.05  p.m. 


SECOND  SITTING. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  three 
o'clock. 

Itoutine  proceedings. 

THE  PBINTING  OP  PARLIAMENT. 
TWELFTH      AND     FOURTEENTH      REPORTS. 

The  twelfth  and  fourteenth  reports  of 
the  Joint  Committee  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Commons  on  the  Printing  of 
Parliament  were  adopted  without  debate. 
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INVESTIGATIONS  UNDER  OATH  BILL. 
SECOND   READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (113)  "An 
Act  to  authorize  the  making  of  certain 
investigations  under  oath."  He  said 
that  circumstances  had  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Government  the 
fact  that  it  was  desirable  to  have  evi- 
dence taken  under  oath  in  investigations 
by  the  departments.  The  power  already 
existed  in  the  Post  Office  and  Inland 
Revenue  Departments,  and  when  an  in- 
spector was  sent  to  investigate  a  chai*ge 
of  dereliction  of  duty,  he  had  the  power 
to  administer  oaths.  This  Bill  proposed 
to  extend  that  provision,  which  had 
been  found  to  be  very  convenient,  to 
other  departments. 

Hon.  Mr.  De  BOUCHERVILLE 
asked  if  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  ex- 
tended to  the  departments  of  the  local 
governments  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
it  did  not ;  the  local  governments  could 
take  the  same  power  to  themselves, 
through  the  local  legislatures. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE  would  be 
sorry  if  anything  in  this  Bill  should 
supersede  the  courts  of  the  country,  and 
establish  a  sort  of  "  Star  Chamber  "  in 
its  stead. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  it  did  not  at  all  interfere  with  the 
courts ;  it  was  merely  for  the  guidance 
of  the  ministers  in  arriving  at  the  facts 
when  charges  were  made  against  officials 
for  dereliction  of  duty  that  demanded 
.  investigation. 
.  The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 


THE     INTERCOLONIAL     AND     NORTH 
SHORE  RAILWAYS. 

AN   EXPLANATION. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that,  before  taking  up  the  next  Order  of 
the  Day,  he  would  reply  to  the  question 
put  by  the  hon.  member  from  Halifax 
( Mr.  Power)  at  a  previous  sitting.  At 
that  time  he  had  seen,  not  the  Minister 
of  Railways,  but  an  officer  of  the  Depart- 
ment, from  whom  he  had  understood  that 
nothing  had  been  done  or  was  in  contem- 
plation in  the  way  of  an  arrangement  for 
through  traffic  on  the  North  Shore  and 
Hon,  Sir  Alex.  Campbell 


Intercolonial  Railways.  Since  then  he 
had  seen  the  Minister  of  Railways,  and 
had  ascertained  that  it  was  quite  correct 
that  nothing  had  been  done,  but  he  had 
informed  him  that  arrangements  would 
be  made  for  a  close  connection,  and  that 
it  would  depend  upon  something  being 
done  at  Quebec.  The  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways had  himself  given  instructions  to 
an  officer  of  the  Department,  who  had 
gone  down  to  see  that  an  arrangement 
was  made. 


CRIMINAL  JUSTICE  IN  THE  DISPUTED 
TERRITORIES  BILL. 

THIRD    BEADING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved  the  third  reading  of  Bill  (119) 
*'  An  Act  respecting  the  administration  of 
justice  in  the  territories  in  dispute  be- 
tween the  Government  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario  and  the  Dominion  Government" 
He  said  :  There  is  a  certain  section  of 
country  between  Lake  Superior  and  an 
undecided  point  west  of  that,  which  is  in 
dispute,  so  to  speak,  between  the  Domin- 
ion and  Ontario  Governments.  The 
Government  of  the  Dominion  claim  that 
the  true  boundary  line  is  a  line  running 
northerly  from  the  conflux  of  the  Ohio 
and  Mississippi  Rivers  to  the  southerly 
boundery  of  Rupert's  Land ;  and  they 
also  claim  that,  if  that  line  were  run  due 
north,  the  boundary  would  be  about  Fort 
William.  The  Ontario  Government 
claim  that  the  boundary  line  runs  con- 
siderably west  of  that.  This  Bill  is  to 
provide,  pending  the  settlement  of  that 
point,  for  the  administration  of  criminal 
justice  in  the  disputed  territory. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Has  any  under- 
standing been  arrived  at  with  the  Ontario 
Government  1  They  claim  the  territory 
for  a  considerable  distance  west  of  the 
line  alluded  to. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No; 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  no  understanding 
has  been  arrived  at. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Does  this  Bill 
contemplate  to  begin  the  extreme  eastern 
line  at  Thunder  Bav  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Yes; 
from  a  line  taken  due  north  from  the 
junction  of  the  Ohio  and  Mississippi 
Rivers.    It  is  impossible  to  say  anything 
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•defiDite  about  the  disputed  boundary. 
We  merely  sav  there  is  a  disputed  terri- 
tory there,  and,  until  the  line  is  deter- 
mined, the  administration  of  justice  shall 
go  on  under  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Is  there  any  corres- 
pondence with  the  Ontario  Government 
with  a  view  to  re-opening  the  question  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— We' 
have  not  yet  been  enabled  to  airive  at 
any  approximation  of  the  point.  The 
opinion  held  by  the  present  Government 
is  that  the  reference  to  the  gentlemen 
who  decided  the  question  on  a  late  occa- 
sion was  intended  to  have  been  a  refer- 
ence fot  a  decision  of  the  legal  boundary, 
and  those  gentlemen  decided,  not  in  res- 
pect to  the  legal  boundary,  but  in  regard 
to  what  they  thought  would  be  a  con- 
venient boundary. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Then  the  award 
is  in  excess  of  the  authority  of  the 
reference. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It  is 
so  thought  by  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— If  I  understand 
the  Bill,  it  is  to  provide  for  the  admini- 
stration of  criminal  justice  in  that 
territory,  whether  it  rightly  belongs  to 
the  Dominion  or  Ontario.  Therefore,  I 
do  not  think  the  question  of  boundary, 
one  way  or  the  other,  except  incidentally, 
comes  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Whether  the 
territory  belongs  to -Canada  or  to  On- 
tario, it  is  tlie  right  of  this  Parliament 
to  make  laws  in  relation  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  criminal  justice.  Therefore, 
the  making  of  such  regulations'  will  not 
interfere  with  the  question  of  the  dis- 
puted rights  of  the  Dominion  as  against 
the  Province  of  Ontario. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  quite 
agree  with  my  hon.  fii^d.  Unless 
there  is  harmony  in  the  l^islation,  it  is 
quite  apparent  there  will  be  a  conflict  of 
authority.  The  Ontario  Government 
assume  that  they  have  the  right  to 
appoint  justices  of  the  peace  and  stipen- 
diary magistrates  there.  The  Govern- 
ment of  the  Dominion  dispute  that 
right,  and,  of  course,  a  conflict  arises  at 
-oace.  ^ 

Hon.  Sir  Alex,  CampbeU, 


Hon.  Mr.  MACFARLANE— As  I 
understand  it,  the  Act  passed  by  the 
Ontario  Legislature  has  not  been  sanc- 
tioned. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Many  years  ago, 
their  notion  of  the  true  boundary  was 
considerably  west  of  that,  and,  if  my  hon. 
friend  will  consult  the  old  statutes  passed 
in  Ontario,  he  will  find  that,  at  that  time, 
the  western  boundary  of  Ontario  was 
believed  to  be  the  height  of  land  west  of 
Thunder  Bay,  and  not  a  line  drawn  due 
north  from  the  junction  of  the  Ohio  and 
Mississippi  Rivers  to  the  boundary  of 
Rupert's  Land. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  may  be  some  foundation  for  the 
hon.  gentleman's  position  in  some  of  the 
old  statutes  referring  to  Indians,  but  I 
can  say  positively,  with  reference  to  my- 
self and  other  members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, we  have  never  entertained  the 
opinion  that  the  true  line  between  On- 
tario and  the  Dominion  was  upon  the 
height  of  land.  The  Indian  title  hap- 
pened to  be  acquired  up  as  far  west  as 
the  height  of  land,  and  that  may  have 
given  rise  to  the  impression 
that  my  hon.  friend  alludes  to,  but, 
so  far  as  I  know,  and  without  having 
consulted  with  any  member  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, particularly  the  head  of  the 
Government.  His  opinion  and  mine  have 
always  been  that  the  boundary  line  is  the 
line  drawn  due  north  from  the  conflux  of 
the  Ohio  and  Mississippi  Rivers  to  the 
boundary  of  Rupert's  I^nd. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Taking  the  line 
due  north  from  the  junction  of  the  Ohio 
and  Mississippi  Rivers,  ic  will  strike 
east  of  Prince  Aithur's  Landing,  and 
there  is  no  difficulty  in  shewing  that  the 
Gk>vemment  of  Canada  did  sell,  as  the 
Government  of  Canada,  land  west  of 
that. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
believe  we  did. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— There  is  a  view 
of  this  question  which  has  not  been 
adverted  to,  so  far  as  I  have  known.  It 
is  this  :  The  disputed  land  is  so  poor  and 
inhospitable  that  it  never  can  support 
any  population  that  will  be  sufficiently 
large  for  a  separate  government.  On 
this  ground  I  think  that  if  Ontario  were 
to  get  it,  they  would  be  able  to  take  care 
of  it  at  theii  own  expense, 
34 
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as  it  cannot  be  organized  under 
a  separate  government,  it  must  go 
either  to  Ontario  or  Manitoba.  Now,  if 
we  are  ^oing  to  increase  the  Province  of 
Manitoba,  it  would  be  better  to  extend  it 
west,  and  give  them  a  district  which  is 
capable  of  supporting  considerable  ot  a 
population  ;  but,  if  we  add  this  poor  ter- 
ritory to  such  a  small  province,  it  will 
be  such  an  ex  pense  to  Manitoba  that  it 
must  be  accompanied  with  a  considerable 
subsidy  to  enable  that  Province  to  look 
after  it.  T  think  the  best  thing  the 
Government  could  do  would  be  to  hand 
it  over  to  Ontaiio,  who  will  be  able  to 
bear  the  expense  connecter  I  with  govern- 
ing it.  We  should  hope,  then,  that  that 
Pi-ovince  would  pay  for  the  Fort  Frances 
Lock  that  we  have  heard  so  much  about. 
They  are  able  to  pay  for  it,  and  could 
probably  use  it  to  some  advantage. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX-  CAMPBELL— If 
anyone  capable  of  speaking  for  Ontario, 
with  authority,  were  to  propose  a  thing 
of  that  kind,  Parliament  would,  pro- 
bably be  ready  to  assent  to  it.  I  should 
be  very  glad  to  see  Ontaiio  get  this  sec- 
tion of  country.  Under  any  circum- 
stances, it  would  not  be  added  to  the 
Province  of  Manitoba,  but  to  Keewatin. 

Hon.  Dr.  BKOUSE— It  is  well  known 
in  this  section  of  the  country  that  a  large 
number  of  people  have  settled  in  from 
Thunder  Bay  to  Port  Savanne,  a  dis- 
tance of  two  or  three  hundred  miles,  and 
there  are  no  means  by  which  justice  can 
be  administered  in  that  district.  There 
are  two  sets  of  officers,  and  one  of  them, 
Mr.  Delisle,  has  undertaken  on  the  part 
of  Ontario,  to  exercise  authority ; 
but  that  authority  has  been  denied 
by  the  Dominion  Oovemment.  As 
large  contracts  are  going  on  there 
at  the  present  time,  and  as  there  is 
a  great  influx  of  immigrants,  and  as 
manufacturing  establishments  are  being 
started  at  the  foot  of  Lake  of  the  Woods 
there  should  be  some  authority,  and  the 
Dominion  €k>vemment  should  excerise 
some  control  in  the  absence  of  any  local 
government  I  am  very  glad  to  see 
that  this  Bill  has  been  brought  in  by  the 
Ministry. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
ordered  for  the  third  reading  at  the  next 
sitting  of  the  House. 
Hon.  Mr.  Wark, 


DOMINION  NOTES  BILL. 
8RC0ND    READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (114)  ''An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
Dominion  N'otes.''  He  said  :  The  present 
law  of  the  Dominion  enables  Dominion 
notes  to  be  issued  up  to  the  extent  oC 
$12,000,000,  and  the  provision  with 
reference  to  gold  to  be  held  as  security 
for  this  issue  is  as  follows  :  That,  up  to 
$9,000,000,  20  per  cent,  is  to  be  held  ; 
and  between  $9,000,000  and  $1 2,000;000, 
50  per  cent,  is  to  be  held ;  above 
$12,000,000  there  is  no  provision,  and 
dollar  for  dollar  must  be  held.  This  law 
has  been  in  force,  with  very  great  conve- 
nience to  the  community,  for  some  years 
— since  1870, 1  think — with  amendments 
in  1874  and  1875,  extending  the  pro- 
visions somewhat.  The  present  Bill  pro- 
poses  to  fix  the  limit  at  $20,000,000,  and 
to  say,  with  reference  to  that,  that  Dom- 
inion notes  should  be  issued,  but  against 
the  liability  of  the  country  there  shall  be 
held  25  per  cent.,  of  which  15  shall  be  in 
gold  and  10  per  cent  in  Dominion  bonda 
guaranteed  by  the  Imperial  Government. 
That  would  give  25  per  cent,  in  these 
two  items  of  security  for  the 
$20,000,000.  So  that,  if  the  Bill 
should  become  law,  the  position  of  thi» 
matter  in  the  futuie  would  be  that 
Dominion  notes,  to  the  extent  of 
$20,000,000,  might  be  issued,  and, 
against  this  $20,000,000,  25  per  cent, 
would  be  held,  as  already  stated,  as 
security.  I  have  seen  some  qu-stions 
raised  as  to  the  second  item,  concerning 
the  guaranteed  bonds,  and  the  criticism 
is  :  *'  Well,  you  are  issuing  notes  against 
10  per  cent,  of  your  own  liability.*^ 
The  reply  is  that  these  are  debentuies, 
not  of  the  Government  of  Canada  alone, 
but  Dominion  bonds,  guaranteed  by  the 
Imperial  Government,  and  available  at 
once,  so  long  as  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment retains  its  credit  in  the  world,  and 
that,  I  hope  and  believe,  will  be  the  case 
for  all  future  time.  So  that  I  do 
not  think  that  the  measure  is 
open  to  that  criticism.  The  advantai;e 
to  this  country  would  be  that  those 
Dominion  bonds,  so  guaranteed  by  the 
Imperial  Government,  would  be  in  the 
treasury,  and  no  interest  would  l>e  paid 
upon  them,  and  they  would  be  as  avail- 
able  in  that   way,   in  all  respects,  quo 
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ck2,  in  regard  to  the  notes  issued  under 
this  Act,  as  gold.  With  reference  to  the 
security  fgr  the  other  75  per  cent.,  the 
security  would  be  the  ordinary  Dominion 
debentures.  In  order  to  make  up  one's 
mind  whether  that  is  a  safe  security  or 
not,  the  Minister  of  Finance  has  exam- 
ined the  history  of  the  banks  of  the 
country  for  some  years  past,  and  has 
obtained  an  approximate  statement  of 
the  liabilities  and  assets  in  gold.  We  all 
know  that  the  banks  have  held  f  their 
positions  very  consistently  and  to  the  en- 
tire satisfaction  of  everyone,  and  that 
nothing  has  occurred  in  any  way  to  in- 
dicate to  the  public  mind  that  an  undue 
deficiency  has  ever  occurridd  in  the 
amount  of  gold  held  by  the  banks  during 
the  past  few  years.  The  calculation  put 
in  my  hand  is  this  : — 

Circulation $21,000,000 

Private  deposits T0,000,000 

Government  deposits •  •  •  • .     1 1»000,000 


Making  an  aggresrate  of $102,000,000 

Against  which  the  banks  have  held, 
in  gold,  $6,500,000,  and  in  Dominion 
notes  $9,500,000,  making  altogether 
$16,000,000,  against  $102,000,000 
liabilities,  or  about  16  per  cent. 
The  present  proposition,  so  far  as  the 
Government  is  concerned,  is  that  there 
should  be  held  against  the  liability  25 
per  cent,  in  guaranteed  debentures,  so 
that  the  Dominion  notes  wiU,  so  far  as 
security  goes,  stand  in  the  stronger  posi- 
tion, as  respects  gold  and  securities  held 
for  them,  than  for  the  circulation  of  pri- 
vate or  incorporated  banks  during  the 
past  few  years.  It  is  thought,  and,  I 
think,  with  some  justice,  that  the  country 
should  have  the  benefit  of  some  of  the 
circulation.  The  right  to  coin  money  is 
a  governmental  right,  and  the  right  to 
issue  a  circulating  medium,  should,  as  a 
coroUory,  obtain  in  the  same  way.  A 
good  deal  of  these  notes  will  go  into 
circulation  in  the  west  in  connection 
with  the  public  works  being  carried  on 
there,  and  considerable  advantage  will 
accrue  to  the  Dominion  therefrom.  I  do 
not  know  that  I  should  say  any  more  in 
connection  with  this  subject  after  the 
ample  explanations  that  have  been  given 
in  another  place,  and  after  the  interest 
taken  in  it  by  members  of  that  House. 

Hon.   Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  propose 
to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  measure. 
Hen.  Sir  Alex,  Campbell. 


but  simply  to  observe  that*  it  is,  I  sup- 
pose, the  first  wedge  for  the  introduction 
of  irredeemable  currency.  As  to  the 
25  per  cent,  that  will  now  be 
held,  I  do  not  take  any  exception  to  the 
fact  that  part  of  that  security  is  to  be 
represented  by  guaranteed  Dominion 
bonds,  besause  I  consider  them  myself  as 
good  as  gold ;  but  what  I  do  take  ex- 
ception to  is,  t6at  it  is  a  very  great  risk 
to  issue  such  a  considemble  sum — 75 
cent  —  without  having  any  security 
at  all.  It  is  practically  a  forced  loan; 
the  Government,  availing  itself  of  its 
credit  to  place  at  least  $8,000,000  on 
the  market  without  any  security  what- 
ever. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
ought  to  have  said  that  the  provision 
is  that  $4,000,000  shall  be  issued  at 
one  time  and  $4,000,000  at  another, 
according  to  the  requirements  of  the 
country. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Of  course,  I 
understand  the  injury  is  minimized  in 
that  way.  I  is  the  most  convenient 
way  for  the  Government  to  obtain  a 
loan  from  iheir  own  people,  without 
having  to  pay  interest  or  giving  security 
for  it,  and  without  having  to  obtain  a 
loan  elsewhere.  There  is  only  25  per 
cent  of  it  represented  at  all  in 
the  vaults  of  the  (Jovemment.  If  my 
memory  serves  mt  rightly,  my  impres- 
sion is  that  the  Crovemment  would  not 
have  to  increase  eith  their  gold  or 
other  security  at  the  wresent  moment, 
while  the  amount  now  held  would 
be  at  least  equivalent  to  the 
increase  in  notes.  If  the  inci*eased 
is4uc  is  only  26  per  cent,  annually, 
for  four  years  a  considerable  amount  of 
gold  would  be  released.  If  I  understand 
the  matter  correctly,  the  Finance  Minis- 
ter was  only  authorized,  under  the  former 
Statute,  to  issue  those  notes  when  he  had 
security  in  gold  to  represent  them,  to  the 
extent  of  60  per  cent,  but  that  the 
operation  of  this  law  will  authorize  the 
Government  to  increase  the  issue  to 
$20,000,000,  and  will  also  release  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  gold. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— It 
would   release  a  certain  amount. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  are  giv- 
ing the  Government  the  right  to  issue 
an  irredeemable  currency,  because,   un- 
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less  the  Go^^ernraent  uses  its  credit 
elsewhere  to  obtain  gold,  we  would  not 
be  in  a  position  to  redeem  ihis  currency. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  analogy  with  re- 
t^ard  to  the  banks  is  a  sound  one,  because 
the  bsmks  have  other  securities  to  meet 
the  liabilities  incurred  to  the  public. 
They  restrict  their  circulation  and  call  in 
their  loans,  and  they  have  a  variety  of 
ways  of  meeting  any  run  upon  them  that 
the  Qovemment,  if  pla<»d  in  strait- 
ened circumstances,  could  not  avail 
themselves  of.  Of  course,  the  Grovem- 
ment  could,  at  any  time,  buy  gold,  but, 
in  assuming  to  issue  $8,000,000  of  irre- 
deemable paper,  with  only  25  per  cent, 
security  in  gold  to  represent  it,  we  are 
adopting  an  unwise  policy.  If  it  is  limited 
to  $20,000,000,  probably  no  gi-eat  harm 
will  ensue.  It  was  thought,  a  few  years 
ago,  when  Sir  Richard  Oartwright  pro- 
posed to  increase  the  amount,  that  it  was 
rather  stretching  the  credit  of  the  coun- 
try ;  but  the  jump  on  that  occasion  was 
not  nearly  as  great  as  what  is  now  pro- 
posed. If  it  is  not  repeated,  and  due  con- 
sideration is  given  to  the  restraining  of  it 
within  the  $20,000,000,  and  that  neither 
the  present  nor  any  future  Finance  Min- 
ister mav  be  induced  to  exceed  it,  I  do 
not  presume  any  great  harm  will  be 
done,  as  I  think  that  amount  is  still 
within  the  control  of  the  Government.  It 
is  the  admission  of  a  principle  into  our 
system  which'  may  be  availed  of  at  some 
future  time  to  a  very  dangerous  extent. 
If  the  Government  have  the  right  to 
issue  $20,000,000  of  their  money,  with 
only  25  per  cent,  security,  then  they 
have  also  the  right  to  issue  $40,000,000, 
with  only  20  per  cent,  security — ^increas> 
ing  the  liability  and  decreasing  the  se- 
cuiity.  That  is  a  dangerous  principle  to 
inaugurate,  but  I  suppose  it  is  the  only 
means  by  which  the  Finance  Minister 
feels  it  convenient  to  raise  money  with- 
out having  to  resort  to  the  English 
market  or  pay  interest  upon  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— Like  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat,  i  have  no  disposition  to  oppose  this 
Bill.  It  simply  amounts  to  this :  that 
it  enables  the  Government  to  issue 
$8,000,000  to  meet  public  engagements 
iiistead  of  going  to  the  London  market 
to  borrow  the  money.  With  regard  to 
the  remark  that  has  fallen  from  the  leader 
of  the  Government  in  this  House,  I  do 
Jlon.  Mr,  ScolL 


not  think  the  Senate  will  agree  with  him 
that  a  paper  issua  by  the  Government  is 
at  all  safer  than  the  paper  issued  by  the 
banks,  as  they  now  stand. 

Hon.   Sir    ALEX.    CAMPBELL~1 

did  not  say  it  was  safer  ;  I  said  it  was  as 
safe. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— No  <Mie 
will  dispute  that  point.  But  I  think  I 
understood  the  ex-Secretary  of  State  to 
say  that  he  hoped  that  this  was  not  the 
entering  wedge  for  the  issue  of  an 
irredeemable  currency.  We  know  that 
this  country  is  now  entering  upon  large 
public  engagements.  We  know  that  the 
extent  of  these  engagements  is  not  in 
harmo&y  with  the  views  of  the  great  body 
of  the  people.  I  say  it  without  fear  of 
contradiction.  If  we  take  the  commer> 
cial  portion  of  the  people,  or  the  intel- 
ligent agricultural  portion  of  the 
community,  we  find  that  they  are 
almost  all  of  the  opinion  that  we  are 
going  on  too  rapidly  with  pub- 
lic expenditure.  We  know  that  the 
Gk>vernment  has  borrowed  from  all  the 
trust  funds  ia  their  hands.  They  are  bor- 
rowing from  the  savings  banks,  and  are 
now  issuing  paper  giving  them  possession 
of  $8,000,000.  All  this,  in  additi<Hi  to 
the  public  liability,  will  amount  to 
$180,000,000.  There  is  a  danger  in  this 
policy  we  are  entering  upon,  and  I 
endorse  the  statement  of  the  ex-Secretary 
of  State,  because  we  do  not  agree  vitli 
those  who  advocate  an  irredeemable 
currency.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the 
Americans^  when  entering  upon  a  civil 
war,  to  have  adopted  th&t  policy,  and, 
with  their  extraordinary  astuteness,  to 
work  out  that  problem  without  the  evils 
that  were  expected  from  it,  and  reduce 
their  national  debt.  I  hope  this  House  will 
raise  its  voice  against  the  Government 
rushing  too  rapidly  into  public  improve- 
ments. We  should  go  on  temperately 
and  moderately,  and  keep  in  view  that 
we  should  not  put  any  unnecessary  bur- 
dens on  the  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— I  have  heard  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Woodstock  and  of  the  ex-Secretary  of 
State,  and  I  must  say  that,  so  far  as  I 
understand  it,  I  do  not  see  any  cause  to  ap- 
prehend an  issue  of  curi'ency  by  the  Gov- 
ernment that  will  not  be  i*edeemed.  If 
there   was  the   slightest  appearance    of 
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entering  upon  a  system  of  irredeemable 
paper  money,  I  would  raise  my  voice 
against  ii.  I  do  not  think  that  any 
greater  calamity  could  fall  upon  the 
country,  than  the  issue  of  irredeemable 
notes  j  but  I  do  not  think  that  anything 
of  that  kind  is  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. They  provide  that  25  per  cent, 
shall  be  held  in  gold  and  guaranteed 
security.  That  is  a  very  large  proportion 
of  the  issue,  and  the  balance  is  to  be 
secured  by  Dominion  debentures. 
I  do  not  think  there  can  be 
any  better  security  than  that.  I 
look  upon  the  debentures  of  the 
Dominion  as'equal  to  gold  any  day— I  do 
not  care  what  administration  may  be  in 
power.  I  think  the  banking  institutions 
of  the  country  have  been  slighted  with 
regard  to  the  issue  of  those  Dominion 
notes  ;  but  provision  has  been  made  for 
theu  to  holo  a  certain  proportion  of 
thoM  notes  ms  a  reserve  in  their 
bank,  to  lut^ot  their  own  gold 
obligat  ons,  and  I  think  it  must  be  a 
very  great  convenience  for  any  banking 
institution  to  be  able  to  use  sush  money 
in  the  way  of  reserve  instead  of  gold.  I 
think  it  is  much  more  convenient  for 
cirouladon,  and  I  think  it  is  a  very  im- 
portant accommodation  for  the  banks  as 
well  as  the  country.  The  small  notes 
that  have  been  in  circulation  for  a 
numl.er  of  years  have  been  very  much 
approved  of  by  the  people  at  large,  al- 
though they  are  secxired  no  better  than  the 
notes  issned  by  the  chartered  ban^  The 
Government  have  taken  into  their  utmo 
the  issue  of  ones  and  t^os,  and  tbv. 
other  banks  are  not  to  be  allowed  to 
issue  a  smaller  denomination  than  fives. 
Hmce  the  community  will  be  entirely 
dependent  upon  the  Government  for  the 
issue  of  that  description  of  paper.  Some- 
times we  have  forgeries  npon  those  notes, 
and,  if  no  steps  are  taken  by  the  Gov- 
ernment to  put  a  stop  to  such  forgeries, 
a  great  injury  will  be  suffered  by  the 
community  at  large.  If  the  banks  had 
the  issue  of  those  notes,  and  one  of  them 
allowed  a  forgery  to  be  perpetrated  upon 
them,  then  the  other  banks  would 
take  its  place  by  supplying  paper  money 
that  there  would  be  no  doubt  about, 
and  I  would  suggest,  whenever  it  comes 
to  the  eai*s  of  the  Finance  Min- 
ister that  a  forgei-y  has  been  com- 
mitted on  any  of  the  [>]ates,  that  he  pro- 
Hon.  Mr.  Hope. 


ceed  at  once  to  call  in  that  denomination 
and  supply  its  place  with  another  issue. 
Then  the  contest  would  be  between  the 
people  who  committed  the  forgery  and 
the  Government,  which  is  better  able  to 
«iter  upon  a  conflict  of  that  kind  against 
the  forgers  than  private  individuals.  It 
is  a  very  expensive  piece  of  business  to 
get  up  plates  for  printing  notes,  and  the 
forgers  who  make  them  work  with  a 
halter  about  their  necks,  and  are  at  a 
great  disadvantage ;  so  that,  if  they 
knew  that  the  moment  a  forgery  was 
committed  the  Government  would  pro- 
ceed to  call  in  the  issue  which  was  coun- 
terfeited, there  would  be  little  trouble 
from  counterfeiters.  Great  care  is  taken 
by  the  Bank  of  England  to  prevent  for- 
geries  on  their  notes,  and  I  hope  the 
Government  will  take  this  into  consider- 
ation. It  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  protect  the  ]>eople  against 
counterfeit  money.  I  a|»[>rove  of  the 
Bill,  and  will  be  very  glad  to  support  it 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

CRUELTY  TO  ANIMALS  BILL, 
SECOND  KBADING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  Bill  (83)  "  An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Act  respecting 
cruelty  to  animals.''  He  sA.id  that  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  enlarge  the 
scope  of  the  clause  in  the  original  Act, 
32-3  Vict.,  which  it  repealed. 

Hon.  Mr.  HAYTHORNE— Does  the 
Act  refer  to  the  practice  of  vivisection  1 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
This  Bill  dees  not,  nor  does  the  original 
Act. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 


SAVINGS    BANKS    OB'    ONTARIO    AND 
QUEBEC  BILL. 

THIRD     READING. 

The  Heuse  went  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  Bill  (M)  "  An  Act  respect- 
ing certain  Savings  Banks  in  the  Pro- 
vinces of  Ontario  and  Quebec." 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  ex^ 
plained  that  it  was  pi*oposed  to  continue, 
for  a  period  of  ten  years,  from  April  next, 
the  charters  of  the  existing  Savings 
Banks  in  Ontario  and  Quebec.  It  might 
seem  like   taking   time  a   little  by  the 
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forelock,  bringing  in  such  a  Bill  this 
session,  but  those  who  wei-e  more  imme- 
diately concerned  in  the  management  of 
those  banks  had  asked  very  earnestly 
that  their  charters  might  be  renewed 
this  year,  for  fear  of  some  difficulty  oc- 
curring at  the  next  session  of  Parlia- 
ment which  would  prevent  the  passage 
of  the  Bill  before  the  month  of  April, 
the  time  when  their  charters  would  ex- 
pire. There  did  not  seem  to  be  any 
reason  for  not  renewing  them  now.  The 
only  new  provisioil  in  this  Bill  was  in 
the  last  clause,  in  which  it  was  enacted 
that  savings  banks  might  hold  provincial 
securities.  Hitherto  they  had  been 
obliged  to  hold  Dominion  securities  only. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN  said  it  appeared  to 
him  that  this  was  a  sort  of  omnibus  bill, 
taking  up  all  the  savings  banks  in  the 
country  and  carrying  them  on  for  ten 
years  hence,  without  giving  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  examining  into  their 
charters  to  see  what  they  might  be. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that  they  were  all  under  the  same  Act, 
which  had  been  in  existence  for  some 
years. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN  said  that  was  quite 
true,  and  so  had  the  General  Banking  Act 
been  i^  existence  for  a  number  of  years, 
yet  it  had  been  found  necessary  to  amend 
the  latter  to  prevent  chartered  banks 
making  any  advances  upon  bank  stocks. 
He  would  just  mention  what  he  had  said 
upon  that  occasion,  whicli  explained 
exactly  the  position  that  he  (Mr.  Ryan) 
took  now.  The  following  would  be  found 
at  page  128  of  the  Debates  of  last 
session : — 

*<  We  are  making  a  law  here  to  restrict 
the  ordinary  chartered  banks  in  certain  direc- 
tions. The  argument  in  favor  of  sach  legis- 
lation is  a  specious  one.  It  is,  no  doubt, 
desirable  that  there  should  no^  be  a  quantity 
of  stock  in  the  market,  which  has  really  never 
been  bona  fide  paid  up  in  cash,  but  is  kept 
afloat  by  advances  and  speculation.  To  pre- 
vent a  continuance  of  such  evils,  it  is  quite 
clear  that  we  should  not  apply  our  measure  to 
the  ordinary  chartered  banks  alone,  but  should 
prevent  other  institutions  from  engaging  in 
the  same  thing  which  the  banks  have  hitherto 
been  eng^ed  in.  Why  not  bring  the  savings 
banks,  which  advance  on  stock  to  such  a  large 
extent,  under  the  same  rule  as  the  ordinary 
banks,  and  prevent  them  also  from  advancing 
on  bank  stocks  ?  I  have  spoken  to  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Campbell)  on  the  subject,  and  I 
believe   he  is   not  averse  to  considering  the 

Hon.  Sir  Alex.  CampbelL 


question.  If  a  provision  to  this  effect  is  one 
which  cannot  be  introduced  into  the  present 
Bill,  it  is  very  easy  to  frame  a  measure  amend- 
ing  the  Act  relating  to  savings  banks  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  prevent  them  in  future  from 
advancing  on  bank  stocks.  The  £ftct  is,  that 
savings  banks,  which  are  Uie  custodians  of 
the  earnings  and  gains  of  the  poor,  should  be 
g^iarded  and  watched  with  even  greater  care 
than  regular  banking  institutions.  I  sin- 
cerely hope  that  mvhon.  fHend  will  intro- 
duce a  measure  to  that'effect,  which  will  put 
the  savings  banks  on  the  same  footing  with 
regard  to  advances  on  stocks  as  that  of 
the  other  chartered  banks." 

And  the  Minister  of  Militia  said,  ia 
reply  :— 

"  I  concur  in  the  principle  contained  in  the 
remarks  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria,  that 
it  is  desirable  to  prevent  savings  banks  from 
embarking  in  any  speculation  that  would  risk 
in  any  way  the  interests  of  the  depositors. 
The  merits  of  the  proposition  he  has  made  to 
the  House,  and  which  I  am  personally  dis- 
posed to  concur  in,  I  shall  take  an  early  op- 
portunity to  lay  before  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  and  I  am  quite  sure  that  he  and  the 
Government  will  be  ready  to  adopt  any  sug- 
gestions which,  in  our  Judgment,  have  the 
effect  of  securing  the  object  which  my  hon. 
friend  desires,  and  in  which  we  entirely  sym- 
pathize with  him." 

He  (Mr.'  Ryan)  had  hoped  from  the 
declaration  on  the  first  appearance  of  the 
Bill  last  session,  in  the  Senate,  that  this 
savings  banks  would  have  been  included 
in  it,  or  that  the  Act  regulating  savings 
banks  would  have  been  amended  in  that 
direction,  but  it  had  not  been  done  for 
some  reason  that  he  was  not  aware  of. 
The  Bill  now  before  the  Senate  had  been 
brought  down  very  late  in  the  seasicm, 
without  any  notice  whatever.  He  ooald 
easily  donceive  the  anxiety  of  the  direc- 
tors of  companies  who  had  got  very 
valuable  charters  which  might  contain 
objectionable  features  coming  down  and 
asking  the  Government  to  pass  this  mea- 
sure, but  a  very  slight  amendment  to  the 
Bill  might  remove  its  objectionable  fea- 
ture,and  satisfy  the  directors  without  oom- 
mitting  the  House  to  renewing  charters 
for  so  long  a  time  as  ten  years.  He 
moved  to  amend  the  Bill  by  striking  cut 
the  words  "  ten  years"  and  inserting  in 
lieu  of  them  "  six  months."  That  would 
give  ample  time  to  take  up  this  question 
next  session,  and  deal  with  it  in  a  proper 
manner. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK  asked  if  the 
Maritime  Bank  of  New  Brunswick  was 
one  of  those  affected  by  this  Bill  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  RYAN  said  that  it  would 
reach  all  the  savings  banks.  He  knew 
instances  in  which  some  of  those  in- 
stitutions had  dealt  largely  in  specula- 
tive stocks,  and  also  made  advances  on 
stocks  of  banks  which  were  quite  as  low 
in  the  market  as  the  Maritime  Bank. 

Hon.  Mr.  SMITH  contended  that 
savings  banks  stood  in  a  somewhat  dif- 
feient  position  from  other  chartered 
banks.  They  received  deposits  from  the 
-poorer  classes  of  the  peo[)le,  and  might 
-at  any  time  be  called  upon  to  i*epay 
them.  They  could  not,  therefore,  lend 
out  that  money  for  long  periods  on  the 
security  of  mortgages.  They  were  al- 
lowed to  lend  money  on  call  at  very 
short  dates,  on  good  bank  securities,  with 
snflBcient  margin  to  keep  themselves  on 
the  safe  side,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
unwise  to  prevent  them  from  doing  so. 
It  would  wipe  those  savings  banks  out  of 
existence,  because  they  could  not  then 
receive  the  deposits  of  the  poorer  classes 
of  the  people.  These  institutions  were 
doing  a  great  deal  of  good  in  the  country, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Victoria*  would 
not  be  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS  thought  that  the 
'proposition  before  the  House  was  not 
the  propriety  of  saviiigs  banks  lendint; 
money  on  the  security  of  bank  stocks, 
but  whether,  at  this  late  period  of  the 
session,  the  Bill  should  be  passed  to  ex- 
tend their  charters  for  ten  year?.  He 
thought  that  the  objection  which  had 
l)een  raised  by  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Victoria  was  a  reasonable  one,  and  that 
the  amendment  shouhl  pass.  This  Bill 
was  not  like  the  measure  affecting  the 
•chartered  banks  of  the  country ;  that 
Bill  had  been  discussed  in  the  press  for 
months,  and  had  been  before  Parliament 
for  some  time,  but  the  Bill  which  was 
now  before  the  House  had  been  intro- 
duced without  notice,  and  there  was  no 
•urgent  necessity  for  passing  it  in  its 
'present  shape.  He  (Mr.  Gibbs)  had  no 
-objection  whatever  to  seconding  the 
amendment,  but  suggested  that  the  time 
should  be  extended  to  the  Ist  of  July, 
1881,  when  the  cbartei*s  of  all  the  banks 
would  expire. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  it  might  be 
very  well  to  admit  that  the  situation  of 
savings   banks  was  very  different  from 
Hon.  Mr.  Work. 


that  of  other  banks,  but,  after  all,  the 
piincipal  question  was  the  protection  to 
depositors,  and,  from  that  point  of  view, 
the  question  raised  incidentally  about 
the  power  to  speculate  in  bank  stocks 
might  be  very  appropriate,  buc  the 
House  had  not  as  yet  corae  to  that  point. 
The  question  now  was  simply  as  to  the 
extension  of  those  chartei-s,  and  whether 
that  extension  should  be  limited  to  some 
time  in  1881.  He  called  the  attention 
of  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  the  course 
that  had  been  taken  when  the  charters 
of  these  banks  were  extended  in  1871. 
On  that  occasion  the  Bill  had  originated 
on  resolutions  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  in  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
assumed  that  there  had  been  some  good 
reason  for  that.  He  suggested  that  this 
Bill  should  not  be  passed  duiing  the  pre- 
sent session,  unless  some  urgent  neces- 
sity could  be  shewn  for  it.  He  did  not 
like  this  hasty  legislation.  The  House 
could  not  tell  what  the  effects  of  this 
Bill,  which  had  been  sprung  upon  them, 
might  be,  and  they  should  remember 
that  it  affected  the  rights  of  parties  who 
were  not  able  to  protect  themselves.  He 
thought,  under  the  circumstances,  that  it 
would  be  better  to  postpone  any  action 
upon  the  matter  until  the  beginning  of 
the  next  session,  when  the  House  would 
be  in  a  position  to  legislate  upon  it  intel- 
ligently. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  ex- 
plained  that  the  reason  why  the  Act  of 
1871  had  originated  on  resolutions  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  was 
that,  at  that  time,  it  was  intended  to 
bring  these  savings  banks  under  a  new 
system,  which  was  afterwards  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY  thought  it  was 
unfortunate  that  such  a  measure  as  this 
should  be  sprung  upon  the  House  with 
so  little  notice.  The  Savings  Bank  in 
Montreal  had  been,  for  a  number  of  years, 
managed  with  a  good  deal  of  cai*e  and 
success,  but  he  was  afraid  that  that  had 
not  been  so  much  the  case  of  late.  He 
did  not  suppose  that  the  bank  was  not 
perfectly  safe  nor  that  the  care  that  was 
bestowed  upon  it  now  was  not  such  as 
to  protect  all  interests;  at  the  same 
time,  thera  were  circumstances  known 
to  all  business  men  in  Montreal  which 
made  it  desirable  that  even  more  care 
and  greater  prudence  should  be  secured 
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before  Parliament  legislated  so  as  to 
extend  the  charter  to  so  long  a  period  as 
ten  yeai-8.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
money  had  been  loaned,  and  this  money 
was  piincipally  the  deposits  of  poor 
people,  on  securities  that  had  turned 
out  to  be  insufficient.  He  would  not  go 
into  details,  because  he  had  no  desire  to 
say  anything  against  the  bank,  but  what 
he  had  stated  made  him  think  it  was 
unfortunate  that  this  legislation  should 
be  attempted  without  more  notice.  He 
could  not,  however,  agree  with  the 
other  proposition  of  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Victoria  (Mr.  Ryan),  because 
it  would  be  thought  to  be  a  mistake 
to  prevent  the  savings  banks  from 
loaning  on  the  security  of  bank  stocks. 
Their  position  was  different  from  that  of 
other  banks.  In  the  first  place,  their 
capital  was  so  small  that  the  mischief 
they  could  do  by  such  loans,  if  any,  must 
be  very  slight  During  the  inflation  of 
a  few  years  ago,  the  other  banks  loaned 
money  upon  the  security  of  the  stock  of 
other  banks,  and,  in  that  way,  ran  up  the 
value  of  the  article  that  they  were  all 
dealing  in.  That  had  proved  very  unfor- 
tunate for  themselves  and  for  the  public. 
There  was  very  little  probability  that 
the  savings  banks  would  or  could 
do  anything  of  that  kind,  and  it 
was  desirable  that  there  should  be  some 
institutions  where  money  could  be 
obtained  for  legitimate  purposes  on  the 
security  of  a  moderate  amount  of  bank 
stock.  He  concurred  in  the  opinion 
that  these  charters  should  be  extended 
for  only  a  short  time,  because  it  was 
necessary  to  throw  some  restrictions 
around  them.  For  example,  this  very 
Bill  contained  a  clause  allowing  savings 
banks  to  hold  a  certain  amount  of  pro- 
vincial debentures  as  part  of  their  reserve. 
Now,  there  were  some  provincial  deben- 
tures that  he  understood  were  held  at 
considerable  discount  in  New  York,  and 
if  these  were  held  as  part  of  the  reserve 
it  would  evidently  lower  the  reserve  b*»- 
low  the  true  value  which  the  legislature 
ought  to  prescribe. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  weight 
in  the  objection  which  had  been  raised 
against  proceeding  with  a  bill  introduced 
at  this  late  period  of  the  session.  He 
had  no  reason,  except  the  one  that  he 
had  stated,  for  pressing  the  Bill  now. 
£on,  Mr.  Penny, 


The  anxiety  of  the  banking  institutions 
might,  perhaps,  be  justifiable  in  pointa 
that  the  House  did  not  now  think  of,  as, 
for  instance,  this  :  They  might  apprehend 
some  withdrawal  of  confidence  through 
a  suspicion  getting  abroad  amongst  the 
depositors  that  the  charters  were  about 
expiring.  It  was  difficult  to  limit  the^ 
danger  from  the  ci-edulity  of  depositors 
in  savings  banks.  It  was  admitted  by 
all  that,  during  the  next  session  of  Par- 
liament, the  legislation  would  naturally 
take  place  which  this  Bill  now  contem- 
plated, and,  as  the  proposed  amendment 
would  prolong  the  charters  of  the  savings 
banks  until  after  next  session,  he  was 
willing  to  accept  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY  suggested  that  ihe^ 
words,  <<  to  the  end  of  the  next  session 
of  Parliament,''  should  be  substituted  for 
*'eix  months"  in  the  amendment. 

The  suggestion  was  complied  with,  and 
the  amendment  was  adopted. 

On  the  2nd  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY  suggested  that 
the  following  proviso  should  be  struck 
out : — r 

<<  Provided  always,  that  every  such  saviogs^ 
bank  shall  always  hold  at  least  twenty  per 
cent,  of  the  monejs  deposited  with  it  in^ 
Dominion  or  Provincial  G^emment  seonrities, 
or  deposits  in  chartered  Banks  on  call." 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE  did 
not  see  why  it  should  be  omitted.  Th& 
provincial  secnritieB  ^ere  as  good  as  any 
that  the  savings  banks  held. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN  thought  that  the 
Government  were  not  looking  after  the 
interests  of  the  savings  banks  in  making 
that  provision.  There  was  nothing  to- 
prevent  them  from  investing  in  provin- 
cial securities  now  if  they  wished  to  do* 
so. 

Hon.  Mr,  DeBOUCHERVILLE 
thought  it  would  be  found  that,  in  the 
existing  law,  they  were  required  to  hold 
Dominion  but  not  provincial  8ecuritie& 
This  Bill  merely  gave  them  the  option  of 
taking  either.  There  might  be  aome- 
advantage  in  giving  them  that  option. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
it  would  give  a  market,  of  course,  for 
these  provincial  securities.  If  it  was  the 
wish  of  the  Committee  to  let  the  dause 
remain  in  the  Bill,  there  could  not  be 
anything  wrong  in  it. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— It  is  far  better 
to  oonfiue  the  Bill  to  extending  the 
charters. 

The  2nd  claase  was  struck  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  READ,  from  the  Committee, 
i*eported  the  Bill  with  the  amendment, 
which  was  concurred  in. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 


CANADA    TEMPERANCE    ACT,     1878, 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

COMMONS  AMENDMENT  BEJECTED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
read  for  the  consideration  of  the  amend- 
ment made  by  the  House  of  Commons 
to  Bill  (K)  *<  An  Act  to  remove  doubts 
as  to  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  sub- 
section 9  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act, 
1878,  and  to  further  amend  the  said 
Act." 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDALsaid  :— I  feel,  hon. 
gentlemen,  that  you  will,  like  myself, 
be  impressed  with  the  conviction  that  it 
would  be  exceedingly  unwise,  at  this  late 
period  of  the  session,  to  re-open  the  de- 
bate upon  the  great  question  of  temper- 
ance and  prohibitory  legislation.  In 
order  to  do  full  justice  to  the  amendment 
which  is  now  submitted  to  our  considera- 
tion, it  would  require,  I  have  no  doubt, 
an  address,  on  my  part,  of  sever- 
eral  hours'  duration,  to  'be  followed 
by  addresses  of  equal  length  by  other 
gentlemen  equally  interested  in  this 
great  question,  and  thus  I  do  not 
propose  to  touch  at  all  upon  the  meiits 
of  the  amendment  submitted  to  us,  but  I 
shall  content  myself  by  moving  that  the 
consideration  of  this  amendment  shall 
be  postponed  until  Tuesday  next. 
That,  of  course,  amounts  to  throw- 
ing  out  the  Bill.  My  reasons  for 
doing  so  are  simply  these :  In  1878 
this  identical  question  was  very  fully 
and  very  ably  discussed  in  this  body, 
and  a  deliberate  verdict  of  the  House 
was  given  and  embodied  in  the  Act  as  it 
now  stands.  Since  that  legislation  was 
granted — granted,  I  may  observe,  at  the 
request  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
our  citizens — we  have  had  no  opjwr- 
tunity  of  testing  the  merits  of  the  Act, 
and  I  will  call  hon.  gentlemen's  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  no  person  has  asked 
for  the  alteration  that  is  here  proposed 
Hon.  Sir  Alex,  Campbell^ 


to  be  made.  No  address,  no  single  peti- 
tion, has  come  to  either  branch  of  the 
Legislature  complaining  of  the  injustice 
of  the  provision  that  is  now  sought  to  be 
struck  out.  We  all  know  how  the  op- 
position to  it  has  originated.  We  all 
know  what  private  individuals  can  ac- 
complish by  the  introduction  of  amend- 
ments of  this  kind  at  a  late  period  of  the 
session,  with  a  view  of  carrying  them 
through  in  a  thin  House.  On  these 
grounds,  and  on  these  grounds  alone, 
without  touching  on  the  merits  of  the 
case,  I  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  to  sup- 
port the  view  which  I  take,  that  it  is 
very  inexpedient  that,  at  this  late  period 
of  the  session,  that  a  matter  of  such 
importance  should  be  hastily  brought 
before    us    and    hastily    disposed    of. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFQRD— -The  effect  of 
that  will  be  to  throw  the  Bill  out  alto- 
gether. I  think  we  had  better  deal  with 
it  in  the  usual  way — either  to  reject  the 
amendment,  or  concur  in  it,  and  send  the 
Bill  back  with  that  message. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— I  happen 
to  come  from  a  district  where  the  Dunkin- 
Act  and  the  Scott  Act  have,  I  think, 
been  thoroughly  tested.  I  come  Ironic 
the  County  of  Oxford,  and  I  think  I  am 
pretty  well  posted  as  to  the  sentiment  of 
th<it  and  the  adjoining  Counties  of  Mid- 
dlesex, Brant  and  Waterloo,  on  this  ques- 
tion. I  am  not  a  total  abstainer,  but  there 
is  no  man  whohas  taken  a  deeper  interest,, 
in  his  own  county,  in  the  efforts  toabolish- 
the  drinking  habits  of  the  classes  who  are 
destroying  themselves  with  intoxicating 
liquors  than  I  have.  In  the  County  of 
Oxford  we  have  a  large  number  of  advo- 
cates of  the  temperance  cause.  We  have, 
almost  every  week,  large  public  meetings 
upon  the  subjecL  The  Dunkin  Act  had 
lieen  fairly  put  before  the  pec^le  and  had 
been  carried  by  the  county,  but  it  was. 
aftei  wards  repealed,  and  no  effort  has. 
since  been  made  by  the  advocates  of  the 
temperance  cause  to  have  the  Act  again 
submitted  to  the  constituency.  Can 
there  be  any  stronger  evidence  of  the  fact 
that  it  is  considered  unwise  to  force  this 
measure  upon  the  people  of  the  country  f 
The  population  of  ray  county  very  largely 
consists  of  Highland  and  Lowland  Scotch, 
English  and  Germans,  a  highly  moral, 
industiious  and  intelligent  people  ;  and 
if  there  is  any  constituency  in  Canada 
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that  can  really  be  looked  upon  afl  an  ex- 
ponent of  the  principles  of  this  menHure, 
it  is  the  oonstitaencjr  which  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Then  give  them  a 
chance  to  test  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— lean  say, 
on  behalf  of  these  people,  that  they  have 
been  harrassed  by  attempts  to  force  this 
law  upon  them.  I  have  been  on  the 
jilatforni  with  temperance  men,  and  I 
have  addressed  meetings  on  the  temper- 
ance cause,  and,  although  I  take  wine 
when  I  find  it  necessary  for  the  benefit 
of  my  health,  I  do  not  use  it  to  excess, 
and  no  law  will  prevent  me  from  using 
it  when  I  require  it.  We  do  not  care  to 
be  harrassed,  even  in  a  good  cause,  by 
what  is,  in  many  cases,  fanaticism.  -  I 
do  not  refer  to  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Belleville,  because  I  believe  that  if 
there  is  any  man  who  works  honestly 
and  conscientiously  for  the  temperance 
cause  it  is  that  hon.  gentleman,  and  I 
regret  to  have  to  diflTer  from  him  on  this 
occasion.  I  am  frequently  told  by  warm 
advocates  of  temperance  that  there  is  no 
use  in  trying  to  force  this  measure  upon 
the  people.  We  may,  by  moral  suasion 
and  example,  educate  the  young  men  of 
the  country  into  habits  of  temperance, 
but  we  cannot  force  them  to  be  temper- 
ate by  legislation.  If  a  farmer  comes 
in  to  market  aftei*  the  hard  work  of  his 
harvest  is  over  and  wishes  to  indulge  in 
a  glass  of  ale,  why  should  he  be  pre- 
vented from  having  it)  They  do  not 
undertake  in  Scotland,  the  most  moral 
oouDtry  in  the  world,  to  force  temper- 
ance upon  the  people,  and  are  we  in 
Canada  to  set  an  example  to  the  Mother 
Country  in  trying  to  force  virtue  upon 
the  community)  We  have  tried  the 
Scott  Act  and  the  Dunkin  Act,  and  they 
have  both  failed.  They  have  been  a 
dead  letter,  because  they  have  been 
brought  in  merely  for  political  effect, 
Aod  not  because  they  have  been  de- 
manded by  the  great  mass  of 
the  people.  The  amendment  made 
to  this  Bill  by  the  House  of 
Oommons  is  made  in  accordance 
"with  public  sentiment,  and  we  should 
accept  it  as  such.  I  give  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Sarnia  credit  for  the  sincerity 
of  his  motives,  and  for  his  enthusiasm  in 
•the  cause,  but  I  believe  that  he  is  mis- 
Bon.  Mr,  Alexander. 


taken,  and  that  he  does  not  represent 
the  common  sense  of  the  tempei*ance 
community. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— The  hon.  gentle- 
man  will  recollect  that  all  the  experi- 
ments that  have  been  made  in  Ontario 
to  introduce  the  Scott  Act  have  been 
made  at  the  expense  of  the  Dominion, 
and,  consequently,  at  the  expense  of  the 
other  provinces  where  they  have  not 
thought  proper  to  ask  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  that  measure.  I  must  confess 
that  I  heard  with  unfeigned  surprise  the 
announcement  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Sarnia,  that  he  intended  to  strangle 
what  may  be  called  his  own  child ;  that, 
after  taking  up  the  time  of  this  House  in 
asking  for  amendments  to  the  Temper- 
ance Act  which  he  oonsidered  important, 
he  now  prefers  to  risk  the  defeat  of  the 
Bill  altogether  rather  tlian  accept  the 
amendment  made  to  it  by  the  House 
of  Commons.  My  hon.  friend,  I  think, 
cannot  persuade  this  House  that  we 
can  escape  the  consideration  of  that 
amendment  by  any  side  wind  such  as  he 
recommends.  The  effect  of  that  amend- 
ment will  be  that,  instead  of  that  Act 
being  put  in  force  by  the  vote  of  the  ma- 
jority who  may  cast  their  votes,  it  must 
have  a  majoiity  of  the  electors  of  the 
district.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
that  principle  was  rejected  by  this  House 
two  years  ago.  My  hon  fiiend  is  entirely 
mistaken.  It  is  quite  true  that  it  was 
not  in  the  Bill,  but  he  will  recollect  that, 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  from  York 
suggested  and  moved  an  amendment,  re- 
quiring the  assent  of  the  majority  of  the 
ratepayers  of  the  district  to  put  the  Act 
in  operation,  it  was  only  from  strong 
pressure,  from  it  being  urged  that,  by 
that  means,  he  would  kill  the  Bill,  he 
consented  to  allow  it  to  go  by,  and  I  have 
not  the  slightest  doubt,  had  that  amend- 
ment been  moved  before  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  it  would  have  been  as- 
sented to  by  tills  House,  because  such 
was  the  feeling  that  was  generated  by  the 
discussion  of  this  subject  that,  whereas 
all  the  amendments  were  rejected  by  an 
overwhelming  majority,  yet,  when  it 
came  to  a  final  vote,  it  was  only  carried 
by  a  majority  of  one.  I  look  upon  this 
as  a  decided  change  in  public  sentiment 
with  regard  to  the  operation  of  this  Act, 
and  the  question  is  'whether  we  will  gfivo 
our  assent  to  that  expression  or  not     It 
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is  a  question  that  must  be  dealt  "with, 
and  cannot  be  shirked.  I  hold  that  the 
effect  of  the  operation  of  this  Act  is  to 
enable  the  minority  to  rule  the  majority. 
It  is  a  false  principle — a  principle  that 
has  never  been  contended  for,  even  in  so 
•democratic  a  country  as  the  United 
States.  There  they  have  never  gone 
further  than  to  provide  that  the  majority 
should  rule  the  minority.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Samia  may  say  that  the 
majority  have  the  opportunity,  if  they 
think  proper,  to  go  to  the  polls  and  ex- 
press their  opinion,  but  the  hon.  gentle- 
man knows  very  well  what  is  the  prac- 
tical result;  he  knows  that  the  aggressive 
party  are  the  active  party ;  that  they  are 
the  parties  who  make  use  of  all  the  in- 
fluences they  can  to  get  their  friends  up  to 
the  polls,  and,  unless  the  other  party  are 
aroused  from  their  indifference,  they  are 
overruled  by  the  action  of  one-third  or 
one  fourth  of  the  whole  constituency. 
It  is  no  wonder  that,  after  witnessing  its 
practical  operation  in  Ontario,  it  is  the 
deliberate  judgment  of  the  representa- 
tives of  the  people  that  that  clause  ought 
to  be  amended,  and  that  the  assent  of  at 
least  the  majority  of  the  electors  should 
be  required  before  it  goes  into  opei-ation 
in  any  district.  That  is  the  narrow  issue 
before  us,  and,  with  regard  to  it,  let  me 
call  my  hon.  friend's  attention  to  this 
fact :  we  have  had  reference  made  in  times 
past  as  to  the  course  taken  in  England. 
My  hon.  friend  surely  knows  enough 
of  the  temperance  feeling  and  temper- 
ance movement  in  England-r-because 
there  it  is  a  temperance  movem^it,  and 
Jiot  an  abolition  movement,  as  it  is  in 
this  country — to  be  aware  that  the  men 
who  have  charge  of  that  movement  are 
sincere,  honest,  earnest  reformers  in 
the  cause  of  temperance,  just  as  much 
so  as  any  person  in  this  country,  and  the 
Jbion.  gentleman  must  bear  in  mind  tha^ 
they  have  never  gone  beyond  asking  that 
two-thirds  of  the  ratepayers  of  any  dis 
trict  should  have  the  power  to  interdict 
the  sale  of  spirituous  liquors.  Nobody 
ov^r  proposed  before  that  the  minority 
should,  by  their  active  agitation  and 
active  organization,  have  the  power  to 
obtain  a  proclamation  to  stop  the  sale 
of  spirituous  liquors  in  any  district.  No 
one  has  ever  suggested  that  such  a  propo- 
sition should  have  been  entertained  for  a 
moment  in  England  ;  such  is  the  liarrow 
Hon.  Mr,  Dickey, 


issue  before  us,  and  we  must  either 
accept  or  reject  this  amendment.  My 
view  is  decidedly  to  accept  the  amend- 
ment, and  to  enable  the  Act  to  go  into 
operation  upon  the  only  proper  basis  that 
it  can  be  advocated  :  the  principle  of  the 
majority  ruling  the  minority. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— I  have 
always  been  opposed  to  a  law  which  has 
seemed  to  me  not  only  thoroughly  un- 
practical and  ill-digested,  but  also  op- 
pressive and  one-sided  in  its  provisions, 
and  I  was  very  glad  when  I  found  that 
the  House  of  Commons  had  awakened  to 
a  sense  of  its  responsibilities,  and  had 
made  the  amendments  to  the  Bill 
which  we  are  now  asked  by  the  hon. 
member  (Mr.  Vidal)  to  disregard.  All 
that  it  is  necessary  to  say  on  the  ques- 
tion has  been  said  by  the  hon.  member 
from  Amherst,  and  it  appears  hardly 
necessary  to  trouble  the  House  with  a 
repetition  of  his  arguments,  but  I  do 
hope  we  shall  almost  unanimously  reject 
the  proposal  now  made,  and  duly  concur 
in  the  amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— My  hon.  friend 
from  Woodstock  has  put  me  in  mind  of 
the  first  starting  of  the  temperance  cause 
in  Belleville.  There  was  an  old  gentle- 
man who  came  forward,  at  that  time, 
and  joined  the  cause,  on  the  understand- 
ing that  a  person,  when  ill,  could  use 
stimulants.  Shortly  afterwards^  his  wife 
said  to  me  that  she  thought  the  temper- 
ance cause  was  doing  a  great  deal  of 
injury  to  the  country,  for  her  husband 
had  signed  the  pledge,  and  he  had  been 
ill  ever  since.  Now,  my  hon.  friend 
tells  us  that  he  is  a  temperance  man ;  if 
he  is  a  temperance  man,  he  does  not 
shew  a  very  temperate  spirit ;  at  times, 
at  all  events,  he  shows  rather  a  bellige- 
rent spirit.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that, 
if  I  went  out  of  the  House  every  half 
hour  or  so,  I  should  not  be  very  tempe- 
rate myself.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  any- 
thing that  would  be  injurious  to  the 
character  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  I 
am  afraid  that  the  part,  of  the  country 
from  which  he  comes,  if  he  is  the  pro- 
fessed exponent,  of  its  temperance  prin- 
ciples, is  going  further  and  further  from 
the  temperance  question,  and  further 
and  further  from  prohibition.  That  is 
the  view  I  take  of  his  case,  and  I  would 
not  like,  if  I  were  to  go  on  a  committee 
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on  temperan?e,  or  to  speak  on  the  subject 
on  a  platform,  to  liave  the  hon.  gentleman 
on  that  committee  or  on  that  platform 
along  with  me,  for  I  am  quite  sure  he 
would  do  more  injury  than  good  to  the 
causa  I  am  oppose<l  to  everything  but 
total  prohibition,  and  I  want  it  so  under- 
stood. If  I  had  been  in  the  House 
when  the  Temperance  Act  was  intro- 
duced, I  would  have  voted  against  it. 
I  do  not  believe  in  having  anything 
whatever  to  do  with  the  liquor  traffic, 
and  I  should  certainly  have  voted  to 
throw  out  the  Bill.  I  believe  it  would 
have  been  in  the  interest  of  the  people 
to  have  thrown  it  out,  but,  if  the  House 
thinks  the  Act  should  be  tried,  let  it 
have  a  fair  trial.  We  have  had  no 
opportunity,  until  lately,  to  find  out, 
through  the  Supreme  Court,  that  Par- 
liament wag  justified  in  passing  that  Act, 
and  it  has  not  yet  had  a  fair  trial  in  any 
part  of  the  I>ominion.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Woodstock  says  it  has  ,been 
tried  in  his  County,  but  I  say  it  has  not 
been  tided  in  Ontario. 

Hon,  Mr.  VJDAL — It  is  not  in  force 
in  a  single  place  in  Ontario. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— When  it  passed  in 
Nova  Scotia,  it  was  appealed  against, 
and  it  is  only  a  few  days  since  that  the 
appeal  was  set  aside,  with  costs.  As  to 
the  Dunkin  Act,  it  never  worked  well. 
It  was  not  an  Act  which  was  calculated 
to  command  the  confidence  of  the  people, 
or  even  of  the  temperance  men  them- 
selves, and  I  know  in  the  county  in 
which  I  live  I  have  never  felt  inclined  to 
advocate  it.  I  believed  it  was  better  to 
have  prohibition,  pure  and  simple,  or  not 
at  all — either  to  do  away  with  the  liquor 
trafiic  altogether,  or  let  it  stand  as  it  is 
until  it  wears  itself  out.  Although  the 
opponents  of  prohibition  say  "  you  must 
not  thrust  your  principles  down  my 
throat,"  I  say  I  have  no  desire  to  do  so, 
nor  would  I  allow  any  man  to  thrust  his 
principles  down  my  throat,  particularly 
if  they  were  liquor  principles.  I  am 
happy  to  say  I  have  been  fifty-three 
years  a  cold  water  man,  and  I  would 
rather  die  than  depart  from  the  total 
abstinence  principle. 

Hon.    Dr.   BROUSE-^There    is  one 
view  that  ought  to  be  taken  with  regai-d 
to  the  Bill  before  the  House.     As  I  un- 
derstand it,  a  tpajority  of  the  electoral 
IJon.  Mr,  Flint. 


vote  of  a  district  must  be  recorded,  in 
order  that  the  law  can  be  enforced.  Now, 
if  hon.  gentlemen  will  take  up  the  returns 
for  any  parliamentary  election,  they  will 
see  how  very  unfair  this  method  will  be 
towards  the  temperance  people  of  the 
country.  Take  one  of  the  adjoining 
counties,  for  instance,  and  you  will  find 
that,  out  of  3,000  qiudified  electors,  not 
over  2,200  votes  will  be  recorded.  Take 
the  election  returns  in  the  Pa/rliamentari/ 
Companion,  and  you  will  find  that  only 
from  65  to  72  per  cent,  of  the  votes 
belonging  to  a  county  are  recorded  in  an 
exciting  potitical  election.  Therefore,  in 
no  instance  can  we  expect  that  more  than 
fifty  per  cent,  of  the  votes  will  be  given 
in  an  election  held  under  the  Temperance 
Act,  so  that  to  accept  this  ameodmen^i  is, 
practically,  to  render  the  Act  inoperative. 
Hon.  gentlemen  are  not  true  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  temperance  when  they  demand 
that  such  a  large  percentage  of  votea 
should  be  recorded.  I  am  not  a  teetotaller 
myself ;  but  I  believe  the  people,  wha 
have  left  it  with  their  representatives  to 
be  the  arbiters  in  this  ca«e,  should  be 
given  an  opportunity  of  fairly  testing  the 
law  as  it  at  present  exists.  It  has  only 
recently  been  decided  ih  the  Courts  that 
the  Temperance  Act  is  constitutional, 
and,  until  that  decision  was  had,  the  law 
could  not  receive  a  fair  trial. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — It  is  perfectly 
true,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Amherst,  that  I  did  in  1878  move 
a  resolution  to  the  effect  that  the  peti- 
tion should  only  be  adopted  upon  receiv- 
ing the  support  of  a  majority  of  the 
whole  electoral  vote.  I  pressed  that 
view  very  strongly  and  expressed  my 
conviction  that  it  was  really  the  only 
proper  way  in  which  the  opinion  of  the 
people  shonld  be  ascertained.  I  was  as- 
sured by  the  hon.  member  fron\  Ottawa 
(Mr.  Scott)  and  the  hon.  member  from 
Sarnia  (Mr  Vidal)  that  the  effect  of  that 
amendment  would  simpl  v  be  to  make  the 
law  wholly  inoperative. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  say  so  still. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — I  see  in  the 
Senate  Debates  that  I  then  stated,  on 
their  assurance,  that  I  did  not  desire  to 
make  the  Bill  a  dead  letter,  that  I  was 
perfi'ctly  willing  that  it  should  have  a 
trial  if  the  p^eople  wished  to  adopt  it,  and 
that      I     would     not      take     the     re- 
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sponsibilitj  of  doing  anything  to  render 
the  Bill  inoperative.  Upon  that 
gronndvl  withdrew  the  resolution,  and, 
upon  that  very  same  ground,  I  should 
not  feel  disposed  to  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment if  that  was  the  question  before  the 
House.  I  confess  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand the  mode  in  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  brought  this  matter  before 
the  House  ;  he  drives  us  into  this  corner, 
that  we  roust  either  accept  the  amend- 
ment or  reject  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— That  is  the  mean- 
ing of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLA^ — I  cannot  see  the 
wisdom  of  that  course,  and  I  would  be 
at  a  loss  to  know  how  to  vote  upon  it. 

Hon.  'Mr.  BOTSFORD—I  beg  to 
move  that  the  amendment  of  the  House 
of  Commons  be  concurred  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— I  introduced  the 
Bill,  as  hon.  gentlemen  will  recollect,  for 
the  purpose  of  correcting  some  irregulari- 
ties and  some  dilBcalties  that  occur  in 
what  is  known  as  the  Scott  Act.  The 
Bill  did  not  deal  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  Act  at  all,  but 
merely  with  some  of  its  details. 
That  Bill  received  the  endorsement  of 
this  House,  and  it  went  down  to  the 
Ck)mmons,  where  an  amendment  was  in- 
troduced into  it  that,  from  my  point  of 
•view,  not  only  destroys  this  Bill,  but 
seriously  affects  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  itself.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  if  this  amendment  is  adopted, 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  will  be 
inoperative.  Under  these  circumstances, 
when  the  Bill  was  returned,  I  could  not 
move  concurrence  in  the  amendment — in 
fact,  I  couldnotsupportitin  any  way,  and 
hence  I  refused  to  take  it  up.  That  is 
my  position.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Samia  thought  that  the  Bill  should  be 
dealt  with  in  some  way,  and  so  he  has 
taken  the  course  which  he  has  proposed 
to  the  House.  To  shew  in  what  an 
absurd  way  this  law  would  work,  it  the 
amendment  is  adopted,  we  will  take  the 
City  of  Toronto  as  a  constituency.  In  that 
ciiy  there  are  seven  wards,  and  you  must 
have  a  majority  of  all  tho  votes  on  the 
electoral  lujfc  in  order  to  enforce  the  Act. 
•John  Smith,  an  elector,  may  be  a 
wealthy  man,  owning  property  in  each 
ward.  Although  his  name  appear 3  seven 
Hon,  Mr,  A  Han, 


times  on  the  electoral  list,  he  can  only 
record  one  vote  in  the  constituency  in 
favor  of  the  Act,  while  his  votes  in  the 
lists  cf  the  six  remaining  wards  are 
counted  as  against  the  law.  In  the  same 
way,  a  ^rmer  may  have  three  or  four 
farms  in  as  many  townships  in  an  elec- 
toral district  ;  he  can  only  give  one  vote 
in  favor  of  the  Act,  and  the  other  three 
are  counted  against  it.  In  fact,  every 
time  a  man*s  name  is  recorded  on  the 
voters'  list  under  such  circumstances,  it 
is  a  vote  against  the  Act.  although  the 
man  himself  has  voted  for  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  was  in  hopas 
that  the  simple  reason  which  I  offered 
to  the  House,  that  the  amendment  should 
not  be  considered  this  session,  was 
tmfficient  to  warrant  its  postponement. 
We  are  here  very  apt  to  say  ^and  gen- 
erally it  is  our  desire)  that  we  carry  out 
the  well  understood  wishes  of  the  peo- 
ple. This  body  has  always  stood  as  the 
friend  and  protector  of  the  public,  and 
now  hon.  gentlemen  are  asked  to  take  a 
step  in  the  opposite  direction.  I  under- 
take to  say  that  the  legislation  which  we 
gave  to  the  country  in  1878  has  met 
with  the  approval  of  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  the  people  of  Canada,  and 
T  Ventura  to  assert,  without  the  least 
fear  of  contradiction  that,  if  the  Senate 
should  approve  of  such  a  clause  as  this 
by  which  the  legislation  that  was  granted 
in  response  to  their  prayers  is  to  be 
stripped  from  the  Statute  book,  this  House 
will  cease  to  be  regarded  as  the  protector 
of  the  public.  All  eyes  will  be  attracted  to 
the  Senate.  'J  he  eyes  of  all  those  good 
and  charitable  men  who  have  for  years 
been  laboring  at  their  own  cost,  expend- 
ing their  time  and  strength  and  money 
to  promote  the  happiness  of  their  fellow 
men,  will  be  directed  to  the  Senate  to 
see  whether  we  will  now  stand,  as 
we  have  stood  in  the  past,  as 
the  guardians  of  the  people's  rights,  to 
protect  them  from  being  injured  by  those 
who  live  luxuriously  on  money  obtained 
by  the  sale  and  manufacture  of  that 
which  is  producing  misery,  crime  and 
death  in  the  country.  The  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  Stute  has  very  clearly  brought 
before  you  the  improper  mode  suggested 
here  for  ascertaining  the  mind  of  the 
community.  I  am  able,  from  an  actual 
knowledge  of  the  facts,  to  state  what  the 
effect  on  the  voters*  lists  would  be  of  fol- 
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lowing  the  plan  that  has  been  suggested. 
The  town  in  which  I  live  is  divided  into 
three  wards,  and  many  people  own  pro- 
perty in  all  three,  and  their  names  are 
on  (Jie  three  votei*s'  lists.  In  order  that 
we  might  ascei*tain  the  actual  number  of 
voters  in  Samia,  I  went  over  those  lists, 
striking  from  them  the  names  of  those 
who  were  dead,  or  had  left  the  place,  &o., 
and,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  there 
were  some  250  names  of  such  persons, 
and  names  that  were  duplicated  and 
triplicated — about  thirty  per  cent,  alto- 
gether. Now,  observe  what  the  effect  of 
this  legislation  would  be  in  Samia,  and 
I  suppose  it  would  be  the  same  in  other 
towns.  The  votfts  of  a  large  number  of 
l^ersons  who  actually  supported  the  Act 
would  be  counted  against  it.  One 
man  having,  on  account  of  his  posses- 
sions ia  different  parts  of  a  town,  his 
name  on  the  voters'  lists  in  six  places 
would  cast  one  vote  for  the  Act,  and  the 
other  five  would  be  counted  against  it. 
"  Absurd,"  is  the  only  proper  word  to 
describe  that  mode  of  talcing  the  vote  of 
the  people.  The  majority  of  the  votes 
cast  is  the  only  result  on  which  to  rdy. 
The  poll  ia  open  to  all  voters,  and  I 
know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  parties 
engaged  in  the  liquor  traffic  have  the 
money  and  energy,  and  bring  out  every 
vote  that  can  be  polled  to  sustain  their 
side  ;  while  I  know,  to  my  cost  and  sor- 
row, that  my  associates  in  the  temper- 
ance work  ai*e  moi-e  disposed  to  stay  at 
home  and  take  no  active  part  in  the  con- 
test. And  because  a  large  majority  of 
those  who  believe  in  the  Temperance 
Act  do  not  go  to  the  polls,  you  propose 
to  count  their  votes  against  the  Act ; 
that  is  practically  the  effect  of  this 
amendment.  This  matter  was  decided 
in  1878,  and  yet  we  are  now  asked,  with- 
out complaint  against  the  existing  law, 
to  declare  that  our  decision  of  two  years 
ago  was  all  wrong  before  the  Act  has 
had  a  trial  at  all.  The  hon.  Senator 
from  Woodstock  says  that  it  has  been 
tried  ;  I  say  that  it  has  not  been  tested 
yet.  The  Dunkin  Act  wds  fotind 
to  be  unsuitable,  and  was  superseded  by 
the  Scott  Act,  which  has  only  been 
adopted  in  one  county  in  Ontario,  and, 
even  there,  has  not  yet  taken  effect. 
Notwithstanding  that  fact,  wo  are  asked 
to  go  back  on  our  record,  and  th#  hon. 
Senator  from  Woodstock,  who  is  so 
Hon.  Mr.  Vidal. 


jealous  of  the  dignity  of  the  Senate,  and 
so  desirous  of  maintaining  its  supremacy 
and  influence  in  the  Dominion,  tells  us 
that  because  the  amendment  was  adopted 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  we  should 
bow  to  the  decision  of  that  body,  as  an 
expression  of  the  will  of  the  people.  He 
does  not  speak  in  that  way  when  it  suits 
his  purpme  to  oppose  the  majority  in  the 
Commons ;  then  he  stands  on  the  dignity 
of  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER  —  Yes  ; 
when  we  are  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— The  legislation  of 
1878  was  considered  a  fair  settlement  of 
this  question,  and  was  so  accepted  by 
both  ^des  in  Parliament,  and  we  must 
not  tamper  with  that  Act  until  1^  had 
a  fair  trial.  I  c<Mitend  that  if  you  afford 
the  people  an  <^portunity  to  express  their 
opinion  on  this  proposed  legislatibn,  they 
will  condemn  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER-^It  has 
been  approved  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, who  have  been  elected  by  the  peo- 
ple. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — ^The  question  was 
considered  and  settled  in  1878,  and  it  ia 
utter  nonsense  to  talk  about  its  having 
been  a  test  question  in  the  last  election. 
I  contend  that  on  this  question  the  House 
of  Commons  does  not  represent  the  peo- 
ple. Give  the  people  a  chance  to  speak» 
and  see  if,  by  next  session,  you  will  not 
have  petitions  by  the  thousand,  signed  by 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  our  citizens, 
asking  you  for  the  sake  of  all  that  is 
good,  not  to  mutilate  the  Act,  but  to  give 
them  a  chance  to  alleviate  the  misery 
caused  by  intemperance.  I  speak  eai*n- 
estly,  because  I  know  the  importance  of 
this  matter.  I  would  appeal  to  the 
Senate  in  the  interest  of  those  who  are 
looking  to  us  for  protection,  and  I  trust 
that  we  shall  give  them  reason  for  saying 
now,  as  in  times  past,  ''  Thank  God  wo 
have  a  Senate ! " 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— I  do  not  desire  to 
go  into  the  merits  of  the^question.  I 
rise  simply  to  give  my  views  of  tho 
anomalous  position  in  which  the  adop- 
tion of  this  amendment  would  place  us. 
Two  years  ago  Parliament  passed  the 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  and  the  belief 
generally  in  this  Chamber,  and  through- 
out the  country,  was  that  the  legislation 
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was  in  the  right  direction.  So  far  as 
that  Act  has  been  tested,  it  has  been 
regarded  as  satisfactory.  This  year,  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State,  finding  there 
were  some  technical  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  carrying  out  that  Act  in  remote 
parts  of  the  country,  introduced  some 
slight  amendments  to  remedy  those 
difficulties.  That  Bill  passed  this  House 
late  in  the  session,  and  was  sent  to  the 
House  of  Commons  when  that  body  was 
not  in  the  deliberative  mood  that  it 
usually  is  in  the  early  part  of  the  ses- 
sion. It  was  there  amended  in  a 
House  where  the  will  of  the  people  was 
not  represented,  because  a  majority  of 
the  House  did  not  pronounce  upon  it. 
Looking  round  at  the  number  of  empty 
benches,  I  ask  if  it  is  quite  consistent 
with  our  recognized  mode  of  legislating, 
that  we  should  avail  ourselves  of  the 
casual  opportunity  presented  by  the  un- 
important Bill  originally  passed,  to 
entirely  alter  and  change  the  force 
and  effect  of  a  law  which  was  put  on  our 
Statute  book  two  years  ago  1  Is  it  a 
straightforward  way  of  legislating,  with- 
out any  appeal  from  the  people  in  the 
shape  of  a  single  petition,  with  nothing 
more  than  a  catch  vote,  and  that  vote 
not  commanding  a  majority  of  the  House, 
but  simply  a  majority  of  those  present  at 
the  time- 1  ask  whether  it  is  proper,  under 
these  circumstances  to  make  this  serious 
change  in  such  an  important  law? 
Should  we  risk  voting  upon  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Commons  and 
sending  the  Bill  back  to  them  without 
it%  The  House  of  Commons  will  be 
thinner  to-morrow  that  it  was  when  the 
amendment  was  adopted,  and  there  will 
not  be  an  expression  of  the'  will  of  the 
people  on  a  question  of  this  kind.  There- 
fore, without  going  into  a  discussion  of 
the  general  question  at  all,  but  simply 
because  I  think  it  extremely  unwise  and 
ii\]udiciou3,  and  a  line  that  is  rarely 
takken,  I  think  we  should  adopt  the 
motion  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Samia. 
I  speak  with  all  due  respect  to  those  who 
differ  in  opinion  from  me,  but  I  do  say 
that  this  important  amendment,  intro- 
duced in  an  unimportant  measure  at  the 
close  of  the  session,  is  not  the  sort  of 
legislation  that  usually  marks  delibera- 
tive bodies. 

Hon.     Mr.     BOTSFORD— Notwith- 
standing  the  strong  appeal  of  the  hon. 
Hon.  Mr.  Scott. 


Senator  from  Sarnia,  and  the  solemn 
speech  of  the  originator  of  this  Bill,  I 
consider  myself  in  the  same  position 
now  that  I  was  when  this  question  was 
before  the  Senate  in  1878.  I  was 
decidedly  of  the  opinion  then,  and  I  so 
expressed  myself,  that  this  legislation, 
in  order  to  be  efficacious,  should  have 
the  approval  of  a  majority  of  any  consti- 
tuency where  it  was  .to  be  enforced. 
Therefore,  ih  making  this  motion,  I  am 
doing  what  I  consider  every  meml)er  of 
this  House  has  a  right  to  do — I  am 
endeavoring  to  carry  out  what  I, consider 
is  best  in  the  public  interest.  If  the 
Temperance  Act  receives  the  sanction  of 
a  majority  of  the  people  where  it  is  to  be 
enforced,  it  will  have  the  effect  that  its 
friends  desire,  but  not  otherwise. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY — I  was  surprired 
to  hear  my  hou.  friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Vidal)  assert  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons does  not  represent  the  will  of  the 
people. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  said  that  it  did 
not  on  this  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— If  he  had  said 
that  the  last  House  of  Commons  did  not 
represent  the  country,  I  could  have 
understood  him  ;  but  that  this  House  of 
Commons,  so  largely  composed  of  his 
political  friends,  who  also  formed  the 
majority  in  favor  of  this  amendment, 
does  .not  express  the  will  of  the  people, 
is  a  statement  which,  coming  from  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Samia,  will  surprise 
the  House.  I  observed,  also,  that  a 
gentleman,  well  known  in  my  own  city 
as  a  very  strong  supporter  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  a  strict  teetotaller,  spoke 
warmly  in  favor  of  this  amendment.  He 
said  that  while  he '  had  endeavored  to 
spread  the  cause  of  temperance  by  his 
own  practice,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
sumptuary  laws  were  out  of  date.  That 
is  my  own  opinion,  and  although  I  have 
the  reputation  of  being  something  more 
than  a  Liberal,  still  there  are  some  ques- 
tions on  which  I  am  conservative,  and 
this  is  one  of  them.  The  other  day, 
when  the  Senate  voted  on  a 
clause  legalizing  breach  of  con- 
tracts, I  stood  up  for  the  sacred- 
ness  of  contracts.  The  only  difficulty 
that  I  have  on  this  occasion  is  that  my 
vote  will  be,  to  a  certain  extent,  in  an 
opposite  direction  to  the  vote  I  recorded 


Digitized  by 


Google 


-544       Ga^iada  Temperance  Act,       [SENATE.]  1878,  Amendment  Bill, 


in  1878.  The  only  excuse  that  I  can 
offer  to  the  House  for  my  backsliding  is 
that,  on  the  former  occasion,  my  hon. 
friend  opposite  (Mr.  Vidal)  was  so  exces- 
sively anxious  to  have  this  temperance 
legislation  that  I  yielded  to  him,  not 
having  the  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  representing  the  will  of  the 
people,  against  me.  But  I  shewed  that 
I  ^was  opposed  to  this  restriction  npon 
the  right  of  every  man  to  judge  for  him- 
self what  he  should  drink.  Considering 
the  zeal  ot  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
•{Mr.  Vidal)  and  the  active  benevolence 
with  which  he  credits  the  teetotallers  (of 
whom  he  is  one  of  the  most  distinguished 
members)  I  am  astonished  that  he  appre- 
hends any  difficulty  in  getting  the  neces- 
sary vote  to  put  the  Act  in  force.  If 
they  are  the  majority,  it  certainly  be- 
hooves thetn  to  come  out  and  give  a  few 
hours'  time  to  save  the  people  from  the 
despair  and  misery  which  he  supposes 
will  come  upon  them  unless  this 
Act  is  brought  into  operation.  If  the 
vote  is  not  sufficient  to  put  the  law  in 
force,  these  gentlemen  are  not  so  numer- 
ous as  my  hon.  friend  supposes  they  are, 
or  else  their  zeal  is  as  weak  as  their  be- 
verage. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — I  did  not  express 
any  fear  about  the  actual  majority  of  the 
vote.  I  protested  against  the  votes  of 
temperance  men  beins;  counted  against 
the  Act  which  they  desired  to  put  in 
force. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— It  oi>erates  both 
ways. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— No  ;  all  the  votes 
not  cast  for  the  Act  are  counted  against 
it. 

Hon.  Mr.  KAULBACH->I  think, 
before  we  deprive  dealers  in  and  manu- 
facturers of  liquors  of  their  vested  rights, 
a  clear  majority  of  the  electorate  should 
place  their  views  on  record  in  favor  of 
the  Act  before  such  an  arbitrary  power 
is  exercised.  I  am  warmly  in  sympathy 
with  those  who  advocate  temperance  by 
moral  suasion,  but  I  cannot  approve  of 
sumptuary  laws,  or  of  legislative  enact- 
ments which  would  empower  a  minority 
to  rule  a  majority.  It  is  well  known 
that  the  temperance  f  leople  are  thoroughly 
organized  ;  that  they  have  their  societies 
throughout  the  country^  and  that, 
through  their  organization,  they  are  a))le  \ 
Hon*  Mr.  Penny, 


to>  bring  every  voter  on  their  side  to  the 
polls.  Through  their  zeal,  energy  and 
co-operation,  they  are  generally  able, 
though  in  the  minority,  to  carry  their 
views.  On  the  other  hand,  those  who 
are  really  temperate — those  who  believe 
in  moderation  in  drinking  as  in  everything 
else,  and  who  rely  upon  moral  suasion 
and  the  influence  of  relii^on  to  prevent 
the  excessive  use  of  intoxicating  drinks, 
are  over-ridden  by — I  will  not  say 
fanatic? — the  enthusiasts  who  insist 
upon  forcing  their  views  upon  the  public 
through  legislative  enactments.  They 
insist  that  people  shall  drink  water  when 
they  prefer  some  other  beverage.  Before 
you  destroy  vested  rights  you  should 
have  the  clearly  and  unmistakably  ex- 
pressed sense  of  the  majority  of  the 
people  in  favor  of  the  Act,  where  it  is 
desired  to  enforce  it,  and  you  can  only 
get  that  when  a  majority  of  the  electors 
record  their  votes  in  support  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK— The  hon.  Senator 
from  Amherst  says  that  this  question  had 
been  tested  in  two  or  three  counties  in 
New  Brunswick  ;  the  Act  has  been  car- 
ried in  nine  confitituencies.  He  talks 
of  the  temperance  people  being  aggros 
sive.  We  know  where  the  aggressive 
party  is  to  be  found.  It  was  not  merely 
the  liquor  dealers  and  manufacturers  in 
the  city  who  organized  to  resist  the  Act, 
but  money  came  from  a  distance  to  assist 
them  in  the  contest,  and  when  the  Act 
was  carried  despite  their  ^opposition,  the 
contest  was  renewed  iu  the  courts.  In 
the  city  of  Fredericton,  and  in  the  popu- 
lous counties  of  York,  Carleton,  Char- 
lotte, Kings,  Queens  and  Albert,  the  Act 
has  been  carried.  It  was  carried  in 
Westmoreland,  but  we  are  waiting 
for  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  before  it  can  be  enforced. 
Through  some  informality,  the  vote  was 
not  taken  in  Victoria,  and,  in  Northum- 
berland, they  are  only  awaiting  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court.  It  is 
proposed  to  introduce  a  new  principle 
unknown  in  the  institutions  of  this 
country  ;  we  have  heard  hon.  g3ntleraen 
say  that  to  have  a  majority  you  most 
have  a  two-third  vote.  In  corporations, 
where  they  vote  by  shares,  on  a  change 
of  by-law,  they  may  require  two-thirds, 
but  it  is  two- third  5  of  the  votes  cast,  and 
not  that  proportion  of  those  who  are 
entitled   to   vote.     If  this    amendment 
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raerely  required  that  two-thirds  of  thowe 
who  record  their  votes  shall  be  necessary, 
there  would  be  some  reason  in  it,  but  it 
is  absurd  to  say  that  you  must  have  a 
majority  of  the  names  on  the  voters' 
lists  in  support  of  the  A.ct  before  it  can 
be  put  in  force.  In  my  own  Province, 
many  of  the  best  temperance  people  are 
away  at  sea,  and  ^heir  votes  would  be 
counted,  in  their  absence,  against  the 
Act.  I  am  astonished  that  anybody  in 
this  House  should  advocate  such  a 
j)rinciple 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS— I  do  not  feel  at 
liberty  to  give  a  silent  vote  on  this 
occasion.  I  rise  with  a  good  deal  of 
reluctance,  not  wishing  to  delay  the 
business  before  the  H«use.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  have 
had  charge  of  this  measure  press  their 
views  too  far.  After  the  amendment 
passed  in  the  other  House,  and  the  con- 
•clusion  aiTived  at  there,  I  do  not  think 
it  comes  very  temperately  from  the 
promoters  of  this  Bill  to  say  that  they 
will  either  have  this  Bill  exactly  as  it 
passed  this  House,  or  not  at  all.  Let  us 
for  a  moment  consider  what  the  effect 
will  be  if  this  House  concurs  in  the 
amendment  which  has  been  made  to  the 
Bill  in  the  House  of  Commons  :  just 
simply  that  this  House  passes  the  Bill 
without  doing  any  injury,  because  it 
does  not  postpone  the  action  of  the  ad- 
vocates of  the  temperance  cause  through- 
out the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — You  are  changing 
the  law  as  it  stands. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS— If  so,  then,  next 
year,  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  favor  this 
legislation  can  come  down  with  a  new 
measure.  But  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Samia  says  that  if  this  House  does  not 
agree  with  the  other,  the  effect  will  be 
to  throw  thb  Bill  out  for  the  present 
session.  I  do  not  want  to  do  that.  I 
would  rather  pass  the  Bill  as  it  has  been 
returned  to  .us  from  the  other  House 
than  not  at  all,  and  if,  next  year,  we  find 
that  evils  have  resulted  from  the  change, 
then  we  can  return  to  the  original 
measure,  and,  perhaps,  induce  the  House 
of  Commons  to  do  the  same.  I  state  it 
as  my  deliberate  conviction — and  my 
view  is  sustained  by  the  view  of  a  total 
abstainer  in  the  other  House — that  the 
^vocates  of  prohibition  ought  to  have 
Han.  Mr.  Work. 


sufficient  strength  in  any  constituency 
to  cany  this  A«t  by  a  clear  majority  of 
all  the  electors. 

Hon.  Mr.  TIDAL— So  they  would 
if  only  the  actual  votes  were  counted. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS— Why  should  you, 
in  one  county,  prevent  the  sale  of  liquor 
altogether,  when  those  who  desire  to 
obtain  it  have  only  to  cross  the  conces- 
sion line  into  a  county  where  the  Act  is 
not  in  force  and  obtain  all  they  want  ? 
Why  not  take  the  sense  of  the  whole 
province  upon  it,  and,  if  it  can  then  be 
adopted  by^  a  clear  majority,  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  drinks  can  be  prevented! 
I  admit  that  there  is  some  force  in  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Sai*- 
nia  and  the  hon.  the  Secretary  of  State, 
that,  where  one  person's  name  appears 
more  than  once  on  the  assessment 
roU,  it  should  not  be  counted 
as  more  than  one  vote.  It  is 
a  fair  objection  to  the  amendment, 
and  I  admits  if  a  man's  name  appears  on 
the  voters'  lists  in  seven  different  places, 
and  he  votes  for  the  Act  at  one  place, 
that  the  ether  six  should  not  count 
against  it.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  if 
the  Act  should  be  passed  by  a  minority, 
and  perhaps  a  small  minority,  in  the 
county,  it  would  be  of  no  practical  bene- 
fit. I  should  be  sorry  to  give  a  vote 
which  would  be  construed  into  opposition 
to  the  Temperance  Act.  I  know  how- 
strong  are  the  feelings  of  hon.  gentlemen 
who  advocate  the  temperance  cause,  but 
they  do  not  always  discuss  matters  tem- 
perately. I  admit  the  evils  of  in- 
temperance ;  no  hon.  gentlemen  will 
deny  their  existence ;  but,  after  all, 
you  cannot  always  legislate  in  the  direc- 
tion that  you  desire  at  all  times.  We 
would  all  like  very  much  to  see  intem- 
perance diminished  in  the  country  ;  but, 
when  it  is  sought  by  the  advocates  of  this 
measuie  to  enforce  their  views  in  an 
arbitrary  manner,  and,  perhaps,  by  a 
minority  of  a  community,  they  do  not, 
in  my  opinion,  further  the  cause  which 
they  have  at  heart 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  amendment 
of  Hon.  Mr.  Botsfoixl,  which  was  rejected 
on  the  following  vote  : — 
Contents : 


Alexander, 
Baillaigeon, 
36 
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Fabre, 

Oibbs, 

OUsier, 

Hamilfeon  (Kinffsion)^ 


Ha3rtliome, 

Eaulbach, 

Macfarlane, 

Macpherson   {Speaker) 

Miller, 

Montgomery, 

Pftquet, 

Penny, 

Sjiith.— 23. 


NON-CONTENTS  : 

Hon.  Messrs. 


Aikins, 


Grant, 

(}a6Tremont, 

Hope, 

Leonard, 

McClelan  {Bopewelt)^ 

McLelan  {Londonderry) 

McMaster, 

Poser, 

Beesor, 

Scott, 

Simpson, 

Stevens, 

Trudel, 

Vidal, 

Wark— 31. 


Archibald, 

Armand, 

Bellerose, 

Benson, 

BroQse, 

Bureau, 

ChafierSy 

Chapais, 

Christie, 

Cormier, 

Dumouchel, 

Terrier, 

Flint, 

Girard, 

The  motion  of  Hon.  Mr.  Vidal,  to  post- 
pone the  second  reading  ufitil  Wednes- 
day next,  was  carried  on  a  division. 


EXTRA  SITTINGS. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr,  AIKINS  moved  "That, 
when  the  House  adjourns  at  this  sitting, 
it  do  stand  adjourned  until  this  evening 
at  eight  o'clock,  and  that  such  sitting 
shall  be  considered  a  distinct  sitting,  and 
that  Government  business  shall  Lave 
precedence." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


BILL  INTRODUCED. 

"  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting 
inspection  of  petrt)leum."— (Mr.  Aikins.) 
The  House  adjourned  at  6.10  p.m. 


EVENING  SITTING. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  eight 
o^clock. 


THIRD  READINGS. 
The  following    Bills  were    read 


the 


third  time  and  passed  : — 

Bill  (113)  "  An  Act  to  authorize  mak- 
ing certain  inrestigations  under  oath." — 
(Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 
Hon.  Mr.  Gibhs. 


«ill  (119)  "  An  Act  respecting  the  ad> 
ministration  of  criminal  justice  in  the 
territory  in  dispute  between  the  Govern- 
ments of  the  Province  of  Ontario  and  tha 
Dominion  of  Canada." — (Sir  Alex.  Camp- 
bell.) 

Bill  (114)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Acts  respecting  Dominion  Notes." — 
(Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (83)  "  An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Act  respecting  cruelty  to  animals." — 
(Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

Bill  (120)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the  law 
of  evidence  in  criminal  cases  as  respects- 
the  taking  and  use  of  depositions  of  per- 
sons who  may  be  unable  to  attend  at  the 
trial."— (Sir  Alex.  Campbell.) 

1  PETROLEUM  INSPECTION  BlLL. 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS  moved  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (123)  "An  Act  to  amend 
the  Act  respecting  the  inspection  of  petro- 
leum." He  said  :  This  is  a  measure  to 
which  public  attention  has  been  addressed 
during  the  recess,  and  experts  have  been 
at  work  testing  petroleum  in  order  to 
ascertain  what  the  difference  is,  so  tar  as. 
the  "  flash  test "  is  concerned,  between 
American  and  Canadian  oils.  It  also 
deals  with  inspection  of  oils,  and  pro- 
vides that  the  Inspector's  mark  shall  be 
merely  a  guarantee  of  quality,  and  not 
as  to  quantity  of  the  oil  in  the  barrel. 
The  distinction  is  also  dmwa  between 
petroleum  used  for  ordinary  lighting 
purposes,  and  the  lighter  products  of  pe- 
troleum,  such  as  naphtha,  etc. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  then  went  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  WARK  reported  it  fron* 
Committee  without  amendntent,  and  it 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

THE  PRINTING  OF  PARLIAMENT. 
TWELTH  REPJBT. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIMPSON  moved  that  the 
twelfth  report  of  the  Joint  Committoe 
on  Printing,  as  amended  by  the  four- 
teenth report,  be  adopted. 

The  motion  was  aj^reed  to. 

The  House  ^journed  at  8.45  p.m. 
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The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  11 
o'clock  a.m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

DISTRESS  IN  IRELAND. 
A   MESSAGE. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Grov- 
emoi'-General,  transmitting  a  copy  of  a 
despatch  from  the  Right  Honorable  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  con- 
veying the  thanks  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
for  the  grant  of  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars  in  aid  of  the  great  distress  in 
Ireland,  and  enclosing  copies  of  a  corres- 
pondence which  had  passed  relative  to 
the  application  of  the  fund. 


HARBOR      COMMISSIONERS' 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 


ACTS 


THIRD   READING. 

Bill  (124)  "  An  Act  to  amend  the 
Acts  respecting  the  Trinity  Hoase  and 
Harbor  Commissioners  of  Montreal," 
iras  introduced  and  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
that,  under  the  existing  law,  the  entire 
Board  of  Harbor  Commissioners, 
consisting  ofeightornine  members,  must 
be  present  to  try  pilots  charged  with 
violating  the  laws  regulating  them.  It 
was  sometimes  difficult  to  get  the  whole 
of  them  together.  This  Bill  provided 
that  a  quorum  of  three  should  have  the 
power  to  try  them. 

The  Bill  received  the  second  and  third 
readings,  and  was  passed  under  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  rules. 

NAVIGATION  OP  CANADIAN  WATERS 
BILL. 

THIRD    READING.  % 

Bill  (121)  "  An  Act  to  make  better 
provision  respecting  the  navigation 
of  Canadian  Waters,"  was  introduced 
and  read   the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  ex- 
plained  that,  within  the  last  two  or  three 
years,  the  rules  which  established  upon 
which  side  steamers  should  pass,  what 
lights  they  should  show,  etc.,  had  been 
altered  very  much,  and  the  new  regula- 
tions would  be  enforced  by  all  civilized 
Hon,  Mr,  Simpson, 


nation^  this  year.  It  was  proposed  by 
this  Bill  to  substitute  the  English  rules 
for  our  own.  The  Act  would  take  efiect 
from  the  1st  of  Septemb<^r  next,  and  due 
notice  of  them  would  be  given. 

The  Bill  passed  its  final  stages,  under 
a  suspension  of  the  rules'. 

ESQUIMALT  GRAVING  DOCK  BILL. 
THIRD   READING. 

Bill  (125)  "  An  Act  to  confirm  a  cer- 
tain Oi*der  of  the  Governor  in  Council, 
respecting  the  graving  dock  at  Ksqui- 
malt,"  was  introduced,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL 
moved  that  the  rule  be  suspended,  and 
that  the  Bill  be  read  the  second  time> 
j-resently.  He  said  :  By  the  terms  or 
union  with  British  Colambia,  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  Dominion  was  obliged  to 
give  certain  assistance  towards  the  con- 
struction of  a  graving  dock  at  Esquinialt. 
That  aid  was  not  in  a  shape  which  was 
likely  to  be  attended  with  a  successful 
result,  and  the  Government  of  British 
Columbia  have  asked  that  the  ari*ange- 
raent  be  changed,  and  that,  as  the  con- 
struction of  the  graving  dock  proceeds, 
advances  be  made  from  time  to  time  by 
the  Dominion  towards  its  completion, 
and  that  the  £50,000  which  was  to  be 
contributed  by  the  Imperial  Government 
bo  p-^id  ultimately  to  the  Dominion. 
The  Govemmeht  of  the  Dominion  really 
run  no  additional  risk  of  any  kind. 
They  merely  advance  ^250,000,  which  is 
to  be  recouped  by  money  from  the  Impe- 
rial Government 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  afraid  that 
my  hon.  friend  has  not  explained  the 
extent  of  the  liability  which  the  Govern- 
ment will  incur  by  this  arrangement. 
The  proposition  is  really  to  lend  British 
Columbia  $350,000.  Under  the  terms 
of  union,  Canada  undertook  to  guarantee 
payment  of  interest  on  £100,000  sterling 
for  ten  years.  It  was  not  intended  to 
be  a  charge  on  the  exchequer  ot  this 
country. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBEH*— The 
interest  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  whatever 
the  word  "guai-antee"  means.  When 
the  Imperial  Government  guarantees 
our  bonds,  we  pay  the  interest  on  them ; 
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they  do  not.  I  apprehend  that  the 
legal  meaning  ot  the  word  ''  guarantee  " 
will  be  interpreted  much  in  the  same 
way  in  our  relation  to  British  Columbia. 
Before  the  change  of  Ministry  in  1873, 
the  then  Government  proposed,  instead 
ef  guaranteeing  the  interest,  to  make 
an  advance  of  $250^000,  which,  if  my 
memory  serves  me,  was  to  be  repaid, 
ultimately,  out  of  the  amounts  payable 
to  British  Columbia  as  a  subsidy.  A 
dispate  arose  as  to  whether  this  was  to 
be  a  free  gift  or  repayable.  In  1874,  an 
Act  was  passed  putting  it  on  its  true 
footing  as  a  loan  to  be  repayable 
by  British  Columbia.  It  is  now 
proposed  to  give  $250,000  absolutely 
towards  that  work  as  it  progresses.  The 
Imperial  Government  proposes  to  give 
^50,000,  and^  if  we  take  up  the  work 
and  finish  it,  we  shall  receive  that 
£50,000*  Although  I  do  not  concur  in 
the  propriety  of  tie  gift,  still,  if  it  isyto 
end  wicb  the  $250,000,  I  do  not  take 
exception  to  it ;  but,  if  Canada  is  to  pay 
any  moi-e  ultimately,  I  do  object.  1  be- 
lieve that  the  estimated  cost  of  the 
graving  dock  is  $800,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  A  LKINS— $400,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  the  amount 
I  have  mentioned  is  nearer  the  cost.  It 
will  be  found,  I  am  sure,  that  our  con- 
tributions will  largely  go  to  pay  for  the 
iron  and  other  material  yet  unpaid  for. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  —  This 
amount  is  for  future  expenses. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Then  it  is  better 
than  I  supposed  it  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— I  should  like  to 
reoord  my  vote  against  this  Bill.  1  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  think  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Ottawa  is  correct  in 
hid  statement  that  it  was  to  be  guaran- 
teed by  the  Dominion — equal  to  £5,000 
per  annum  for  ten  years,  making  the 
whole  liability  £50,000.  I  think,  on 
the  whole,  that,  when  my  hon.  friend 
proceeded  further  with  the  hiptory  of 
the  transaction,  he  entei*ed  upon  debate- 
able  ground.  It  is  contended,  and  I 
think  the  weight  of  evidence  is  in  that 
direction,  that  the  Government  of  which 
my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Scott)  was  a  mem- 
ber in  1874,  clearly  undertook  to 
capitalize  the  sum  of  £50y000,  and  pav 
Hon.  Mr.  Scott. 


it  over  as  a  fi'ee  grant  towards  the  Pro- 
vince of  British  Columbia  for  the  con- 
struction of  this  work.  I  shall  not  go 
into  the  evidence  on  one  side  or  the 
other  on  that  question,  but  I  followed 
the  discussion  very  closely  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  I  may  say  that  the  im- 
pression was  made  on  my  mind  that 
the  facts  clearly  sustain  the  state- 
ment that  the  late  Government  took  the 
first  step  in  the  course  that  the  present 
Ministry  is  now  following.  We  have 
had  many  causes  of  difference  with 
British  Columbia,  and  both  Govern- 
ments have  been  called  upon  to  make 
compromises  in  settling  the  claims  of 
that  Province.  The  members  of  both 
Governments  have  shewn — when  they 
have  been  in  power  at  any  rate— a  diB- 
position  to  adopt  a  conciliatory  policy 
towards  British  Columbia  in  order  that 
harmony  might  prevail,  and  British 
Columbia,  which  we  all  regard  as  an 
important  portion  of  the  Dominion, 
should  have  no  cause  of  complaint.  I 
should  be  very  sorry  if  a  division  should 
take  place  on  this  question.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Montreal  (Mr.  Penny)  is 
quite  right  to  record  his  vote,  but,  in 
view  of  the  conduct  of  his  friends  when 
they  were  in  p  jwer,  with  reference  to  this 
question,  t  think  it  would  be  unwise  for 
this  House  to  reject  the  Bill,  especially  on 
an  occasion  like  this,  when  any  vote  that 
could  be  taken  would  not  reflect  the 
sense  of  the  Senate.  It  would  cause 
irritation  in  British  Columbia,  thwart 
the  views  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
produce  serious  consequences. 

Hon,  Mr.  DICKEY— This  oonversar 
tion  proves  one  thing,  at  all  events  :  the 
necessity  of  having  time  to  discuss  this 
matter  and  consider  it  carefully.  That 
leads  up  to  the  remark  that  it  is  most 
unfortunate  that  we  are  called  upon  to 
deal  with  so  important  a  question  as 
voting  away  $250,000,  nuder  the  present 
circumstances,  with  barely  a  quorum  in 
the  House.  While  upon  that  subject, 
I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  the  vevy  serious  inconvenience  pro- 
duced by  the  manner  in  which  these  im- 
portant measures  have  been  presented  to 
us.  We  had  one,  to-day,  of  very  great 
importance,  because  it  concerns  the 
entire  principles  on  which  navigation  is 
to  be  conducted  in  the  future,  in  this 
country ;  and  another,  to  which  I  have 
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slready  referred,  and  other  measures, 
dealing,  perhaps,  with  even  larger  inter- 
ests thhu  those,  are  to  come  before  us 
yet,  and  we  are  to  dispose  of  all  these  in 
less  than  an  hour.  What  opportunity  is 
there  for  discussion,  or  for  deliberately 
considering  measures  ?  With  regard  to 
this  particular  Bill,  we  have  had  some 
light  thrown  upon  it,  but  I  do  not  know 
ihaty  even  yet,  the  Minister  of  Militia  and 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  are  quite 
in  acoord  in  their  views  on  the  subject, 
and  we  have  had  another  version  given 
by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Bichmond. 
Assuming  that  version  to  be  correct,  and 
that  we  are  bound  by  the  acts  of  the  late 
€k>vemment  to  carry  out  those  arrange- 
ments, I  must  say,  from  my  own  view  of 
the  case,  it  is  the  only  ground  upon 
which  I  can  support  the  measure.  If 
we  have  been  committed  to  it  by  the  act 
of  the  late  Government,  we  are  in  duty 
bound  to  British  Columbia  to  carry  out 
that  arrangement,  but  I  do  think  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  reason  in 
the  protest  that  has  been  made 
against  oonverting  a  guarantee  of 
mere  interest  upon  a  given  sum  for  a 
limited  period  of  years  into  an  arrange- 
ment by  which  we  contribute  one-half  of 
that  amount  of  principle  and  interest  for 
ever  to  this  undertaking.  I  should  not 
have  risen  to  make  any  remarks  upon 
the  question  itself,  but  1  thought  it  was 
due  to  the  Senate  and  to  the  country 
that  some  protest  should  be  made,  before 
we  separate,  as  to  the  serious  inconveni- 
ence that  we  all  are  put  to  in  having 
the  most  important  business  rushed  upon 
us  at  this  period  of  the  session.  While 
I  am  not  disposed  to  interpose  any  diffi- 
culty in  the  passage  of  this  Bill,  I  trust 
that,  in  future,  we  shall  not  be  called  upon 
to  deal  with  such  important  (questions  in 
the  way  that  we  are  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALEXANDER— During 
former  sessions,  we  have  had  to  com- 
plain of  the  evil  to  which  the 
lion.  Senator  from  Amherst  has  just  re- 
ferred. In  former  years,  bills  of  the 
utmost  importance  have  been  brought  to 
the  notice  of  this  House  within  a  very 
short  period  of  prorogation,  but  never 
have  we  known,  on  any  previous  occa- 
sion, bills  of  such  importance,  involving 
large  suras  of  money,  to  be  submitted  to 
us  within  live  or  six  hours  of  the  time 
fixed  for  the  prorogation  of  Parliament. 
Hon,  Mr.  Dickey. 


If  ever  there  was  a  moment  when  the 
people  of  this  Dominion  looked  to  t-he 
Senate  to  put  a  check  upon  the  other 
Chamber,  and  to  guide  the  Government 
in  the  expenditure  of  the  public  money, 
it  is  now.  We  know  the  liabilities  of 
the  Dominion  are  swelling  to  an  alarm- 
ing extent ;  we  are  entering  upon  a  pub- 
lic work  which  we  have  not  had  even 
an  opportunity  to  consider ;  we  are  enter- 
ing upon  the  construction  of  a  railway 
in  British  Columbia,  upon  which  subject 
I  do  not  wish  to  express  any  opinion  just 
now,  and  I  say  that  it  is  not  decorous  or 
paying  proper  respect  to  this  Chamber, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  that  bills 
involving  large  amounts,  and  the  Supply 
Bill,  for  which,  of  all  others,  this  Cham- 
ber shares  resposibility  wiUi  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature — a  Bill  involv- 
ing an  expenditure  of  millions  of  dollars 
— should  be  laid  before  us  at  the  very 
last  hour  of  the  session.  The  Govern- 
ment seem  to  treat  this  Chamber  with 
contempt;  there  could  not  possibly  be 
any  course  which  they  could  pursue  to 
belittle  the  Senate  more  completely  in  the 
eyes  of  the  Dominion,  and  these  two 
members  of  the  Government  sit  here 
silently,  and  seem  to  think  there  is  no 
responsibility  resting  upon  tliem.  What 
will  the  tax-paying  people  of  the  Domin- 
ion say  when  they  know  that  the  Senate, 
which  costs  $140,000  a  year,  is  not  giving 
even  eight  hours  to  consider  impor- 
tant measures,  involving  enormous 
expenditures.  We  cannot  say  any- 
thing too  strong  in  denouncing 
the  Government  for  the  course  that 
they  are  pursuing  ]  What  can  be 
their  object?  Could  they  not  have 
brought  this  Bill  and  the  Supply  Bill 
before  us  two  or  three  days  ago  1  I  do 
not  charge  the  Government  with  doing 
this  intentionally  or  purposely,  but  I 
repeat  that  they  are  not  treating  this 
House  decorously.  The  country  will 
condemn,  or  ought  to  condemn,  them  for 
rendering  this  branch  of  Parliament 
utterly  useless.  We  have  spent  three 
months  transacting  business  of  little  im- 
portance, and  now,  at  the  last  day  of 
the  session,  we  are  asked  to  pass  a 
number  ot  exceedingly  important  mea- 
sures in  an  hour  or  two.  It  reminds  me 
of  a  remark  that  I  heard  the 
member  for  my  own  county  make  at  a 
meeting  in  the  Township   of  Blenheim, 
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where  there  were  five  thousand  people 
gathered.  The  speaker,  oa  that  occasion, 
remarked  :  "  To  shew  you  how  totally 
useless  the  Senate  is,  I  will  give  you  an 
.  illustration.  The  old  gentlemen  in  the 
Senate  meet  every  day,  sit  there,  say 
their  prayers,  and  adjourn  at  the  end  of 
twenty  minutes.  For  some  months  this 
is  the  rule,  and  generally,  within  twelve 
hours  of  the  end  of  the  session,  it  seems 
as  if  a  cart  horse  brought  to  the  door  of 
the  Senate  a  cart  load  of  hills  and  carted 
them  through  the  Senate,  where  they  re- 
ceived no  consideration."  Is  not  that  a 
truthful  representation  of  the  way  things 
are  being  done  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment ?  It  is  no  fault  of  ours.  We 
have  come  he^  and  given  three  months 
of  our  time,  and  we  are  willing  to  give 
another  month  to  the  public  business,  if 
necessary.  I  hope  every  member  of  the 
House  will  express  his  indignation,  be- 
cause, if  this  sort  of  thing  is  allowed  to 
go  on,  the  Senate  will  be  utterly  useless. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— My  hon.  friend 
from  Ottawa  (Mr.  Scott)  is  wrong  in 
supposing  that  the  2nd  clause  haj 
anything  to  do  with  the  Esquimalt 
Graving  Dock.  The  first  clause  pro- 
vides for  the  capitalization  of  the  grant 
of  £50,000,  and  makes  the  interest  a 
charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Revenue 
Fund  of  Canada.  The  2nd  clause  has 
no  reference  whatever  to  that  grant,  but 
specifically,  as  shewn  more  clearly  in  the 
marginal  note,  excludes  from  itd  opera- 
tion the  grant  to  the  graving  dock. 
After  that,  the  Government  of  Mr. 
Mackenzie  undertook  to  do  the  verf 
thing  that  the  present  Government  are 
now  undertaking  to  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOT f— We  were  content 
to  go  this  far  :  to  give  them  the  $250,000 
and  charge  it  against  the  debt  that 
British  Columbia  was  allowed  to  come 
into  the  Union  with.  The  Province  was 
allowed  to  come  into  the  Union  with  a 
larger  debt  than  it  really  owed,  for  which 
Canada  was  responsible,  and  we  were 
paying  them  six  per  cent,  on  that  debt, 
and  it  was  to  be  charged  against  that 
particular  fund. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I 
think  that,  between  the  present  Govern- 
ment and  the  late  Government,  we  are 
committe<.l  to  this  debt.  With  reference 
to  what  has  been  said  by  my  hon.  friend 
Hon.  Mr,  Alexander, 


from  Amherst,  I  join  with  him  in  the 
regret  which  he  feels,  that  more  time  is 
not  given  for  the  consideration  of  impor- 
tant measures  at  the  end  of  the  session. 
It  is  not,  however,  the  fault  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Gtovernment  in  this  House, 
nor  is  it  the  fault  of  the  members  of  the 
Gk)vemment  in  the  other  House,  that  it 
is  so  ;  but  it  is  rather  a  result  of  our 
system  of  parliamentiiry  government, 
and  it  occurs  in  England  and  all  conn- 
tries  where  the  same  system  of  govern- 
ment prevails.  I  have,  on  several  occa- 
sions, endeavored  to  get  some  remedy 
for  it,  but  it  is  very  difficult  to  do 
so.  The  House  of  Commons  discuss 
those  measures  at  great  length,  and  it 
always  happens  that  important  bills  are 
delayed  until  the  end  of  the  session, 
when  we  sometimes  have  either  to  pass 
them  without  proper  consideration,  or 
reject  them  altogether.  I  can  only  say 
that  I  should  be  very  happy  to  bring 
measures  here  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment,  but  hon.  gentlemen  know  how 
difficult  it  is  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— If  no  other 
member  of  the  House  but  myself  calls 
for  yeas  and  nays^on  this  Bill,  of  course  a 
vote  cannot  be  taken.  But,  if  what 
the  hon  member  from  Richmond  has  said 
is  correct,  this  Bill  is  unnecessary,  be- 
cause we  aro  to  understand  that  what  we 
aro  asked  to  do  now,  the  Government 
and  Parliament  have  already  done.  With 
regard  to  the  bringing  down  of  important 
measures  at  this  late  hour,  the  great 
trouble  has  been  that  we  were  several 
weeks  without  bills  at  all  in  the  early 
part  of  the  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLINT— I  do  think  it 
would  be  well  i^  the  Government,  duiing 
the  recess,  would  endeavor  to  see  if  there 
is  not  some  way  by  which  we  could 
change  the  system  of  legislation  in  this 
House,  as  well  as  the  other,  so  as  to  dis- 
tribute the  work  more  evenly  over  the 
session.  It  strikes  me  that  all  private 
bills  should  come  down  the  first  day  of 
the  session,  and  that  would  give  an 
opportunity  to  have  them  disposed  of 
more  quickly.  If  the  Government  could 
be  prepared  with  their  measures  so  as  to 
lay  them  on  the  table  ten  days  after  the 
opening  of  Parliament,  I  think  it  would 
be  a  step  in  the  right  direction,  as  it 
would  give  the  members  of  both  Houses 
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■time  to  consider  them.  Circumstances 
might  arise  during  the  course  of  the 
session  that  bills  would  have  to  be  intro- 
duced on  some  particular  subjects,  but 
that  would  be  veiy  easily  managed  if 
all  other  bills  were  brought  down 
the  first  week  after  the  House 
met.  I  think  the  hon.  the  Minister  of 
Militia  will  recollect  that,  the  first 
session  after  Confederation,  thei'e  were 
several  bills  brought  down  the  very  last 
day  but  one  before  prorogation,  I  then 
spoke  in  reference  to  it,  and,  as  there  was 
a  strong  feeling  at  the  time  on  the  mat- 
ter,  the  bills  were  withdrawn  for  that  ses- 
sion. A  better  division  of  the  labor 
might  be  made  between  the  two  Houses 
if  two  more  of  the  ministers  were  added 
to  the  Senate  and  one-half  of  the  Gov- 
.  ernment  measures  were  introduced  in  this 
Chamber.  Bills  would  then  receive  more 
careful  deliberation  than  they  can  possibly 
have  under  the  present  system,  when 
they  have  to  be  rushed  through  at  such 
a  late  period  of  the  session.  I  do  not 
altogether  blame  the  Government  in  this 
matter ;  I  think  the  Opposition  in  the 
other  House  has  a  $(reat  deal  to  do  with 
it ;  but  there  is  a  great  fault  somewhere, 
and  I  tmst  that  the  remarks  which  have 
been  made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to- 
day will  have  the  effect  of  expediting 
businees  when  the  House  meets  next 
.session. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
Pully  one-half  of  all  the  €k>vemment  mea- 
snres  submitted  to  Parliament  this  ses- 
sion have  been  introduced  in  the  Senate. 
fhe  Bill  under  discussion  is  a  money  Bill, 
which  cannot  be  introduced  in  this 
.  .House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Alma  wishes  a  seconder 
to  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  second  it.  I  agree  with 
everything  said  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Belleville,  except  the  remark  which 
he  made  just  at  the  close,  in  which  he 
charged  the  Opposition,  in  the  other 
House,  with  being  responsible  for  the 
delay  of  business.  I  think  that  charge  is 
unfair  to  the  Opposition.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose that  there  ever  was  a  session  in 
which  the  business  of  Parliament  was  so 
little  delayed  by  the  Opposition  as  during 
the  present  one.  The  only  long  discus- 
sion was  on  the  tariff,  and  it  is  now 
some  time  since  that  otiscussion  terminat- 
Uon,  Mr.  Flint, 


ed.  The  fact  is,  that  very  important 
Grovemment  measures  were  not  intro- 
duced in  the  other  House  until  jiist  at  the 
close  of  the  session.  With  reference  to 
the  grant  for  thQ  Esquimalt  Graving 
Dock,  I  think  the  substance  of  the 
change  proposed  by  this  Bill  is  to  trans- 
form the  guarantee,  or  advance,  into  an 
absolute  gift.  I  do  not  think  the 
countr}'  has  money  in  such  abundance  as 
to  give  to  the  Province  of  British  Colum- 
bia, where  millions  of  dollars  are  being 
expended  on  public  works,  a  present  of 
another  quarter  of  a  million.  While  the 
Government  are  so  very  generous  in  deal- 
ing with  British  Columbia,  they  have 
manifested  a  totally  different  spirit  in 
dealing  with  the  Province  from  which  I 
come.  There  were  some  gentlemen  here 
from  Halifax  this  session,  representing 
contractors  in  England,  who  were  most 
anxious  to  get  a  small  guarantee  from 
the  Government  to  enable  them  to  con- 
struct a  graving  dock  in  that  city,  but 
the  Government  would  not  even  give 
them  a  guarantee  of  $20,000  a  year. 

The  House  divided  on  the  motion, 
which  was  carried  on  the  following 
vote: — 
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McMaster, 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

CANADA    CENTRAL    RAILWAY    COM- 
PANY'S   BILL. 

SECOND   AND     THIRD   READINGS. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  in- 
troduced Bill  (122)  "An  Act  to  ratify 
and  confirm  a  certain  agreement  therein 
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mentiimed  between  the  Grovernment  of 
Canada  and  the  Canada  Central  Railway 
Company."  He  said  :  By  the  Act  passed 
in  1874,  providing  for  the  extension  of 
the  Canada  Central  Railway  west- 
ward to  the  point  to  be  selected  by 
the  Qovemment  as  Uie  terminus  of  the 
Pacific  Railway,  the  Company  were  to 
receive  a  bimus  of  twelve  thousand  dol- 
lars per  mile  for  that  portion  of  their 
line,  or  they  had  the  option  of  substitut- 
ing the  payment  by  the  Government  of 
the  interest,  or  part  of  the  interest,  on 
bonds  of  the  Company,  running  over  such 
terms  of  years  as  might  be  approved  by 
the  Governor  in  Council,  in  lieu  of  the 
mileage  subsidy.  The  Company  think  it 
is  much  more  desirable  to  have  the 
guarantee  of  interest  than  the  mileage, 
as  it  will  enable  them  to  sell  their  bonds, 
and  this  Bill  is  to  authorize  such  an 
arrangement  to  be  made. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  and  third 
time  and  passed. 

BANKING  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
THIRD    READING. 

Bill  (115)  "  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act 
with  respect  to  banks  and  banlsing,  and 
to  continue,  for  a  limited  time,  the  char- 
ters of  certain  banks  "  was  introduced  and 
lead  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  He  said  : 
The  charters  of  the  banks  that  are  acting 
under  the  General  Banking  Act  expire 
in  1881.  This  Bill  proposes  to  continue 
them  for  ten  years,  with  certain  changes, 
which  are  mentioned  in  the  body  of  this 
Bill.  In  the  first  place,  the  Bill  makes  the 
circulation  the  first  lien  upon  the  assets 
of  the  bank,  so  as  to  give  it  perfect  se- 
curity. Then  it  proposes  that,  in  future, 
notes  to  be  issued  by  banks  shall  be  $5, 
or  multiples  of  five.  It  also  provides 
that  when  a  person  goes  to  a  bank  and 
demands  money,  he  is  entitled  to  receive 
$50  in  Dominion  notes.  Then  it  is  pro- 
posed that  proxies  held  by  shareholders 
are  only  to  remain  valid  for  three  years, 
and  shall  then  be  renewed.  These  are 
the  provisions  which  afiect  banks  at 
large.  The  returns  which  banks  are 
called  upon  to  furnish  are  made  more 
minute,  to  meet  circuiiistances  which 
have  occurred,  and  which  shew  that  the 
present  returns  are  incomplete  and  do 
Hon,  Sir  Alex,  Campbell, 


not  give  all  the  information  to  which  the- 
public  is  entitled.  Various  clauses, 
which  have  been  enacted  from  time  to 
time  during  the  last  ten  or  twelve  years 
in  this  country,  respecting  advances  made 
by  banks  on  warehouse  receipts,  have 
been  embodied  in  this  Bill.  The  prin- 
ciple which  runs  through  this  clause  is 
this  :  that  a  person  giving  a  receipt  shall 
be  a  bailee  of  the  goods. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLEIU-I  do  not  rise  to- 
discuss  the  Bill,  because  I  think  that  a 
discussion  of  it  at  this  period  of  the  ses- 
sion, when  we  have  only  one  hour  longer 
to  sit,  would  be  out  of  place ;  but  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  adding  my  protest  to 
that  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  who  have  spoken  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  we  are  called  upon  to  pass 
most  important  measures  at  the  very  last 
period  of  the  session.  I  think  it  is  in- 
cumbent, especially  upon  gentlemen  who 
support  Uie  Government,  and  who  cannot 
be  supposed  to  speak  from  any  hostile 
motives  to  the  Ministry,  as  they  valae 
the  position  and  influence  of  the  House 
before  the  country,  to  impress  upon  those 
having  charge  of  public  affairs  the  neces 
sity  of  devising  some  means  whereby  this 
state  of  things  shall  not  recur  from  year 
to  year.  I  think  it  is  of  the  highest  im- 
portance that  We  should,  at  least,  give  an 
appeaitince  of  deliberation  to  measures 
involving  important  principles,  large  ex- 
penditures of  public  money  and  oonse- 
quences  to  the  country  of  the  most  serioos 
character.  A  Bill  passed  the  House,  a 
few  moments  ago,  with  reference  to  the 
Canada  Central  Railway.  I  venture  to 
say — perhaps  I  venture  too  far,  but  I 
speak  for  myself,  and  I  do  not  allow  a 
Bill  to  go  through  this  House  without 
reading  it,  if  reasonable  time  is  given  me 
for  that  purpose — that  there  are  not  two 
members  of  this  House  who  understand 
the  details  of  that  measure.  It  has  been 
suggested  that  there  is  a  doubt  whether 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  moved  it  under- 
stands it  himself. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— Oh, 
yes  ;  I  understand  it,  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  understands  it  also. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  doubt  if  any- 
one else  does.  I  really  think  that  it  is 
due  to  ourselves,  without  regard  to  party 
considerations,  to  insist  that  measures  be 
submitted  to  us  in  time,  in  order  that  we 
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may  give  them  proper  confiideration ; 
and,  if  we  can  effect  a  change  in  no  other 
way,  we  must  bnng  the  Government  to 
its  senses  bj  rejecting  any  important 
measure  which  is  sent  to  us  at  a  time 
when  it  cannot  receive  proper  considera- 
tion. Here  is  this  Banking  Bill,  a 
measure  of  the  most  important  character, 
and  one  which  ought  to  attract  special 
attention  in  this  House,  where  there 
is  a  number  of  hon.  gentlemen  who 
are  connected  with  banking  institutions, 
who  might  be  supposed  to  be  able  to 
give  it  as  intelligent  a  consideration  as 
the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature. 
This  measure  is  brought  before  us  on  the 
very  last  day  of  the  session.  It  has  been 
before  the  House  of  Commons  for  some 
time,  it  is  true,  but  it  should  have  been 
introduced  there  much  sooner,  and  I 
cannot  comprehend  why  it  was  not  any 
more  than  I  can  understand  why  other 
measures  were  not  introduced  in  the 
early  part  of  the  session.  I  do  hope  that 
the  earnest  protests  of  the  friends  of  the 
Government  will  have  due  effect.  I  do 
not  blame  this  Government  more  than 
any  other  for  its  treatment  of  the  Senate 
in  this  respect  I  think  the  House  has 
had  reason  to  complain  of  evevy  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  this  question,  and, 
therefore,  it  should  not  be  made  a  party 
question. 

H<Hi.  Mr.  READ— When  I  first 
entered  Parliament,  some  eighteen  or 
nineteen  years  ago,  I  was  amazed  at  the 
maimer  in  which  bills  were  passed.  I 
knew  that  the  Maodonald-Cartier  Gov- 
ernment had  been  defeated  on  the  Militia 
Law,  and  that  a  new  Government  had 
taken  the  reins  of  power  and  appealed  to 
the  people.  The  new  Government,  as 
was  tjieir  duty,  brought  in  a  totally  dif- 
ferent Militia  Bill.  When  I  saw  that 
measure' come  to  the  XJp))er  House, — this 
was  my  first  experience  in  Parliament — 
pass  through  all  its  stages  and  receive 
he  Royal  assent  in  one  day,  I  thought  it 
a  very  singular  mode  of  legislating.  I 
have  seen  that  state  of  things  continue 
.ever  since,  and  have  occasionally  protest 
ed  against  it.  No  measure  could  be  more 
important  than  the  one  which  is  now 
btfore  us.  I  have  had  something  to  do 
with  business  in  this  country,  and  know 
something  of  these  warehouse  receipts, 
and  how  they  affect  business  men,  but 
there  is  no  time  now  to  say  anything 
Hon.  Mr,  Miller. 


about  it.  'llie  Bill  is  not  even  printed, 
and  we  have  to  take  the  explanations  the 
Minister  of  Militia  has  given,  and 
swallow  the  measure.  I  agree  with  those 
who  have  urged  that  there  should  be  a 
remedy  for  this  state  things. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
There  is  no  doubt  that  it  is  an  evil,  and 
I  quite  agree  in  the  remarks  made  sa 
justly  and  forcibly  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Richmond,  and  also  with  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Senator  from  Quints, 
that  this  state  of  things  should  be 
remedied.  The  difficulty  is  to  find  the 
remedy.  I  will  reveal  a  secret  to  the 
House  with  reference  to  the  two  mea- 
sures to  which  the  hon.  Senator  from 
Richmond  has  drawn  attention.  He 
wonders  (and  it  is  a  just  subject  for 
wonder)  why  this  important  measure  was- 
not  introduced  in  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature  earlier  in  the  session.  There 
were  two  important  measui^es  proceeding 
from  the  Finance  Minbter,  one  with 
reference  to  the  tariff,  and  the  other  to 
the  banking  institutions  of  the  country. 
It  was  important  to  get  both  through 
this  session,  and  deputations  without 
number  waited  upon  the  Minister  of 
Finance  and  the  Government  from  day 
to  day.  After  consultation,  it  was 
thought  most  convenient  for  the  public 
to  take  hold  of  the  tariff  first,  and  see  all 
the  deputations  who  waited  upon  us  in 
reference  to  it,  and  to  introduce  that 
measure  as  soon  as  possible,  and  then 
take  up  the  Banking  Bill.  That  was. 
really  the  cause  of  this  measure  coming 
before  us  so  late  in  the  session.  It  is  not 
the  fault  of  the  Government.  Depu- 
tations came  from  day  to  day,  and 
the  subject  was  engrossing  the  whole 
attention  of  the  Government  for  a 
time,  and  had  t<^  ,be  got  through 
with  before  anything  else  could  be  taken 
up.  That  is  the  secret,  which  I  confide 
to  the  House  with  the  greatest  confidence. 
You  cannot  force  the  other  House  to  take 
up  these  measures  earlier  and  get  through 
with  then^  sooner.  Suppose  we  should 
take  the  course  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Senator  from  Richmond,  and  throw  out 
this  measure  ;  that  would  accomplish  no 
good,  though  it  wmild  draw  a  good  deal 
of  attention  to  the  subject.  We  might 
establish  a  pile  that  this  House  would 
not  adjourn  for  two  or  three  days  after 
the  other    House  got   through.      That 
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would  give  us  time  to  discuss  these  ques- 
tions at  our  leisure,  but  the  members 
would  be  unwilling  to  remain,  and  our 
action  would  be  commented  upon  un- 
pleasantly. Suppose,  for  instance,  chat 
we  vpre  to  say  that  prorogation  should 
not  take  place  for  two  or  three  days,  but 
that  we  should  remain  here  and  discuss 
these  measures ;  is  it  likely  that  we  could 
keep  the  House  together!  The  only 
remedy  that  I  can  see,  is  to  endeavor,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  get  measures  on  in  the 
Lower  JBouse  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and 
that,  of  course,  every  Government  is 
anxious  to  do  ;  and  I  am  sure  no  one  has 
been  more  anxious  in  that  respect  than 
the  Minister  of  Finance,  whose  Bill  is 
now  under  discussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  ALLAN — Hon.  gentlenaen 
will  see  at  once  that  it  is  impossible  to 
get  the  House  to  sit  longer,  unless  notice 
is  given,  because  half  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
men have  already  left ;  but  I  think  it 
would  not  be  unwise  to  test  the  sincerity 
of  hon.  gentlemen  who  complain  that 
they  had  no  opportunity  of  giving  proper 
consideration  to  these  matters.  Notice 
might  be  given' that,  in  futui*e,  the  House 
would  sit  for  two  or  three  days  after  the 
other  House  got  through. 

Hon.  Mr.  R\  AN — Another  difficulty 
occurs.  It  is  this  :  after  the  other  House 
gets  through  with  its  business,  it  might 
interfere  with  the  arrangements  of  the 
Crovernor-General  for  dismissing  Parlia- 
ment. Unless  a  quorum  of  the  other 
House  still  remains  sitting,  if  we  made 
amendments  to  any  of  their  bills,  it  would 
practically  defeat  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— A  quorum  of 
the  other  House,  and,  in  fact,  the  whole 
House,  would  have  to  remain,  unless 
they  wished  to  subject  themselves  to  con- 
tingencies that  we  all  understand. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time  and 
referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL,  from  the 
Committee,  rejK>rted  the  Bi!l  without 
amendment. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

INDIAN    LAWS   CONSOLIDATION  BILL 
COMMONS   AMENDMENTS. 

A    message   was    received    from    the 
House  of  Commons,  returning  Bill   (C) 
Han,  Sir  Alex.  Campbell, 


**  An  Act  to  amend  and  consolidate  the 
Laws  respecting  Indians/'  with  certain 
amendment. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
that  the  amendments  be  concurred  in. 

Hon.    Mr.  CORNWALL— I  do  not 
intend  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
for  five  minutes,  or  to  say  anything  that 
should  lead  to  a  discussion,  but  I  wish  to 
di-aw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  two 
or  three   interesting   circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  Indians   of  British  Co- 
lumbia.    It   happened  that,  yesterday,  I 
took  up  the  repoi-t  ©f  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior  for  1679,  without  any  intention 
of  adopting  the  course  I  am  now  taking, 
and,  one  thing  leading  to  another,  began 
to  make  some  calculations  with  regard  to 
the  expenses  attendant  on  the  maoage- 
ment  of  Indian  aflfairs  in  British  Colum- 
bia.    It  will  be  remembered  that,  when 
this  Bill  was  before  the  House  at  a  prior 
stage,  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Del/)r- 
imier    (Mr.    Bureau)    complained   very 
bitterly  of  the  exi^ense  connected  with 
the  Indians  of  that  Province,  and  it  is 
with  i-efei-ence  to  that  I  wish  to  say  a 
few  words.      In  looking  through   this 
report,   I   found  that  the  total  expense 
connected  with  the  Indians  of  British  Co- 
lumbia for  the  past  year  was  $48,53L56. 
Of  this  expense,  the  greater  part  has  been 
incurred    by  the  Indian  Reserve  Com- 
mission,   which    is    now    sitting.     The 
expense      of     that      Commission      for 
the      past      yfear     was      $27,019.     On 
the  Indians  themselves,  I  find  that  there 
has  been   the  sum  of  $12,519  expended 
for  school   purposes  for  providing  medi- 
cines, for  supplying  agricultural  imple- 
ments and  seed,  and  for  assistance  to  the 
aged  and  infirai|  while,  for  the  salaries 
and  travelling  and  office  expenses  of  the 
two  agents  in   British   Colum'bia   there 
was  paid  the  sum  of  $8,993.  From  these 
calculations  it    appears   that    the    sum 
actually  expended  for  the  Indians  them- 
selves was  only  $21,500.     I  was  able  to 
make  some  interesting  comparisons  be- 
tween the  expenses  incurred  by  the  Do- 
minion   for    the     Indians     in     British 
Columbia  and  for  the  Indians  in  other 
provinces,    such    as     New    Brunswick, 
Nova  Scotia,  and  Prince  Edward  Island. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  should  have  been 
able    to  compai^e  the  ex|>enditure8    for 
the  Indians  of  British   Columbia  with 
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those  for  the  Indians  of  Ontario  and  Que- 
1>ec,  because  the  reports  as  to  these  two 
Provinces  are  made  in  a  different  way, 
and  it  would  have  taken  a  long  time  to 
have  figured  them  out,  but,  as  far  as  the 
Maritime  Provinces  go,  the  comparison 
stands  as  below.  The  following  kre  the 
reported  numbers  of  Indians  in  four 
|>rovinoeB  : — 

British  Columbia 35,000 

Nt;w  Brunswick 1,429 

Nova  Scotia 1,165 

Prince  Edward  Island  266 

The  expenditure  upon  those  Indians  last 
year  was  as  follows  : — 

British  Oolambia $21,512 

New  Brunswick 4,500 

Nova  Scotia 4,500 

Prince  Edward  Island 2,000 

$32,512 

Now,  if  we  divide  this  outlay  in  the  dif- 
ferent provinces  by  the  number  of  In- 
dians, we  find  the  cost  per  head  to  be  in 
the  following  proportion  : — 

British  Columbia,  per  Indian.  .$0.6 1^ 

New  Brunswick,  over 3 .  00 

Nova  Scotia,  nearly 4 .00 

Prince  Edward  Island,  over ....  7 .  50 

So  that  hon.  gentlemen  will  see,  by  look- 
ing at  the  matter  in  that  light,  we  can- 
not say  that  the  Dominion  is  peculiarly 
extravagant  with  regard  to  the  Indians 
-of  British  Columbia.     I  can  go  further 
than  this  :     I  am  able  to  shew  that  the 
Indians  of  my  Province,  instead  of  being 
-an  expense  to  the  Dominion,  are  a  source 
of  revenue,  for  on  page  295  of  part  one 
•of  the   report  of  the    Minister  of  the 
Interior  I  find  a  return  giving  agricul- 
tural and  industrial  statistics  connected 
^th  the  Indians.     In  this  case  the  re- 
tnrns   are  given  in  such  a  way  that  we 
<5an  compare  the  Indians'  of  the   great 
Province  of  Ontario  with  the  Indians  of 
British  Columbia,  and,  on  moneying  out 
saoh  items  as  we  can  compare,  such  as 
horses,  cattle  and  other  stock,  agricultu- 
ral pi'oduce,  and  the  value  of  furs,  fish, 
4fec.,   I  find  that  the  sum  total  in  favor  of 
the  Indians  of  British  Columbia  amounts 
to  $401,233  as  the  result  of  their  indus- 
try, while  in  Ontario  we  find  that  the 
result  of  the  industry  of  the  Indians  of 
that  Province  amounts  only  to  $o95,00(), 
giving   a    balance   in   favor    of    Britiah 
.  Columbia  Indians  of  $5,366  on  the  year's 
-earnings. 

Hon.  Mr.  Cornwall. 


Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— They  have  no 
need  of  assistance. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— They  do 
not  get  it.  I  find  that  the  product  of  the 
industry  of  tho  Indians  of  my  Province 
is  really  of  great  monetary  value  to  the 
Dominion.  For  instance,  the  value  of 
furs  caught  by  them  and  exported  last 
year  was  $244,744. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTS FORD— Not  all  by 
Indians) 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— Yes ;  all 
the  product  of  Indian  labor.  According 
to  the  return,  other  industries  are  put 
down  in  a  lump  sum  as  $108,000.  I 
sup|)Ose  it  means  wages  received  for 
labor  which  they  undertake.  These 
large  sums  of  money — $350,000,  in  round 
numbers — which  the  Indians  thus  obtain, 
is  almost  entirely  expended  for  goods 
which  have  passed  the  Custom  House, 
and  they  thereby  contribute  their  share 
to  the  revenue  of  the  Dominion,  so  that, 
looking  at  it  in  that  light,  it  cannot  be 
said  that  they  are  a  charge  on  the  revenue 
of  the  country.  I  have  not  made  any 
comparison  between  the  Indians  of  British 
Columbia  and  those  of  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West,  because  it  would  be  alto- 
gether out  of  place.  In  the  latter  coun- 
tries, owing  to  exceptional  circumstances, 
which,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  will  be  put  an 
end  to  in  a  few  years,  the  expenses  are 
very  heavy.  We  find  that  the  Indians  of 
the  North-West  cost  us  $30  or  $40  per 
head  per  annum.  I  think,  however^  that 
an  investigation  of  these  returns  will 
shew  that  the  Indians  of  British 
Columbia,  though  in  a  compara- 
tively wild  state  as  yet — a  great 
number  of  them  being  totally  uncivil- 
ized— are  progressing  satisfactorily,  and 
the  result  of  their  year's  industry  goes 
far  to  shew  what  we  may  expect  from 
them  in  the  future,  when  their  latent 
energies  are  developed  by  training  and 
education. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  my  hon.  friend 

had   given   me  notice  of  what  he  was 

going  to  do,  I  would   have  been  very 

glad  to  discuss  this  question  with  him. 

Figares   can   be   made  to  pix)ve  almost 

anythiug,  and  his  figures  prove  what,  in 

my  judgment,  is   0))en  to  debate.     He 

I  compares   the   case   of  the   Indians    in 

I  British   Columbia  with  that  of  the  In- 

I  dians  in  other  portions  of  the  Dominion. 
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Speaking  of  Ontario,  the  Government  of 
Canada  acquired  very  valuable  property 
froin  tho  Indians — their  wliole  terri- 
tory— in  considei*ation  of  the  payment  of 
an  annuity,  and  a  considerable  reserve 
was  made  for  them  in  addition.  Some 
of  those  i^serves  were  subsequently  sold, 
and  th(»  proceeds  have  been  applied  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Indians.  Those  lands 
are  of  very  great  value  to-day.  When 
British  Columbia  carae  into  the  Union, 
it  was  not  contemplated  in  the  smallest 
degree  that  the  Indians  of  that  Province 
would  be  the  slightest  charge  on  this 
country.  We  did  not  undertake,  in  the 
terms  of  Union,  to  pay  the  Indians  any- 
thing. The  Government  of  Canada  were 
to  be  trustees  for  the  lands  which  British 
Columbia  had  allotted  as  reserves  to 
those  Indians.  Those  lands  have  not, 
even  up  to  the  present  time, 
been  ceded  to  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  by  the  Local  Government, 
and  Canada  has  had  to  pay 
a  considerable  sum  towards  the  Indians 
of  British  Columbia.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man puts  the  sum  at  $28,000.  I  think 
[  referred  to  the  Public  Accounts  on  a 
former  occasion  to  shew  that  the  amount 
paid  was  $48,000  for  the  Indians  of  that 
Province.  Of  that  amount,  the  Indians 
got  only  $12,000.  The  rest  went  to 
agents,  surveyors,  and  to  parties  who  are 
laying  out  the  reserves.  Those  reserves 
were  assumed  to  have  been  laid  off  a 
quarter  of  a  century  ago,  and,  therefore, 
the  expenditure  of  that  $48,000  was 
wholly  unexpected.  It  was  never  con- 
templated to  be  a  charge  on  the  revenue 
of  this  country.  For  the  first  few  years 
after  British  Columbia  came  into  the 
Union  we  had  no  charge  for  Indians  ;  it 
was  only  when  they  began  to  see  that 
British  Columbia  had  broken  faith  with 
them,  and  that  the  allotment  of  land 
which  they  had  assumed  for  each  Indian 
was  not  carried  out,  that  the  Indians 
became  dissatisfied.  It  is  within  the 
knowledge  of  this  House  that,  when  Lord 
Dufferin  went  out  to  that  Province,  the 
Indians  waited  on  him,  as  he  was  prac- 
tically the  trustee  for  the  Indians,  as  all 
Governors-General  are,  to  see  that  they 
are  treated  fairly  and  justly  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  country.  Lord  Dufferin's 
views  were,  I  think,  put  in  the  form  of  a 
despatch.  I  had  occasion  to  ask  whether 
that  despatch  had  ever  seen  the  light.  I 
Hon.  Mr.  ScotL 


think  it  is  very  impoi*tant  tbat  it 
should,  as  it  would  throw  very  con- 
siderable light  on  this  subject,  if  it  is  not 
of  a  confidential  character. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CASTPBELL^I 
have  not  seen  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  was  a  des- 
patch from  Lord  Dufferin,  and  Earl 
Carnarvon's  reply,  which  would  satisfy 
the  people  of  British  Columbia  that  they 
had  not  pursued  that  just  and  honest 
policy  towards  the  Indians  that  they 
were  bound  to  do,  both  under  the  terms 
of  Union  and  under  the  agi*eements  that 
were  supposed  to  exist  between  British 
Columbia  and  the  Indians  themselves. 
The  subject  is  too  large  to  discuss  it  now, 
but  I  could  satisfy  my  hon.  friend  that 
this  charge  of  nearly  fifty  thousand  dol- 
lars, which  has  been  a  serious  expense  to 
this  country  the  last  two  years,  was 
never  contemplated,  and  I  am  informed 
from  other  sources  that  very  little  pro- 
gress has  been  made  by  this  Commission ; 
that  an  angry  controversy  still  exists, 
and  I  understand  that  Mr.  Sproat  was  so 
disgusted,  and  felt  that  so  little  progress 
was  made  that  he  threw  up  the  Cam  mis- 
sion and  declined  to  go  on  any  longer 
with  it 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL— I  tried  to- 
avoid  saying  anything  that  would  induce 
my  hon.  friend  from  getting  on  his  legs. 
It  was  the  hon.  gentleman  from  De- 
Lorimier  who  made  the  objection  as  to 
the  expense,  and  I  tried  to  shew  that  the 
greater  part  of  the  grant  was  expended 
•n  the  Indian  Reserve  Commission.  I 
will  only  detain  the  House  for  a  mo- 
ment while  I  read  an  extract  from  a 
British  Columbia  paper  that  only 
arrived  to-day,  .commenting  on  the  de- 
bate which  took  place  in  this  House 
lately  on  this  question  : — 

«  THI  INDUK8  or  BRITMH  COLUMBIA. 

<'  In  a  recent  debate  which  took  place  in  the 
Senate  at  Ottawa,  Hon.  Mr.  Scott  expressed 
himself  in  strong  and,  we  are  inclined  to 
think,  unnecessary  language,  respecting  the 
treatment  of  the  Indians  in  this  Province.  He 
demurred  at  the  heavy  expenditure  necessary 
for  the  purposes  of  the  department  in  British 
Columbia,  and  attributed  the  heavy  outlay  to 
the  dishonest  policy  pursued  in  respect  of  the 
Indians  by  the  Colonial  Government,  previ- 
ous to  Confederation .  Nay,  he  boldly  stated 
that  the  Indians  had  been  « robbed/  and  he 
declared  himself  ready  to  prove  it.  We  need 
hardly  say  that  Mr.  Scott  is  laboring  under  a 
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wrong  impression ;  that,  so  far  from  tbe  Indians 
having  be<»n  robbed,  they  were  treated  with  the 
^eatest  kindness  and  consideration  bj  the 
Colonial  Oovernment,  and  the  best  evidence 
of  this  is  to  be  found  in  their  perfect  content- 
ment during  that  period,  their  perfect  obedi- 
ence to  the  laws,  and  the  readiness  with  which 
they  adapted  themselves  to  the  habits  and 
pursuits  of  the  whites.  We  can  woll  remem- 
ber, during  our  wanderings  in  the  interior,  ki 
the  early  days  of  the  Colonial  Government, 
that,  so  fer  from  there  being  any  evidences  of 
dissatisfaction  amongst  them,  or  any  tendency 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  oonstanUy  recur- 
ring opportunities  which  would  have  tempted 
any  ol^er  people,  they  actually  made  the  very 
best  police  we  had  in  the  interior,  and  could 
be  entirely  depended  upon.  Many  a  poor 
white  man,  returning  •  strapped '  from  the 
mines,  has  been  the  thankKil  recipient  of 
their  hospitalities,  as  they  were  always  glad 
to  give  him  a  meal  of  salmon  and  potatoes, 
and,  amongst  the  more  industrious  of  them, 
much  superior  entertainment.  It  was  not 
until  after  Confederation  that  anything  in  the 
Hhape  of  dissatisfaction  appeared  amongst 
them.  We  are  not  prepared  to  say  by  whom 
that  dissatisfaction  was  engendered ;  it  may 
very  possibly  have  originated  from  injudicious 
remarks  of  persons  who  led  them  to  under- 
Ktand  that  the  treatment  of  the  Indians  in  the 
Eastern  Provinces  was  in  some  way  different 
from  that  they  were  in  the  habit  of  receiving 
from  the  Government  of  thie  Province,  but 
without  conveying  the  matter  in  a  clearly  in- 
telligible manner  to  .them.  But,  even  with 
all  the  i&citements  to  discontent  created  in 
this  way,  it  required  considerable  industry  on 
the  part  of  writers  to  shew  that  anything  like 
discontent  prevailed.  There  were  some  few 
instances  in  which  the  whites,  by  persevering 
industry,  turned  portions  of  the  country  to 
account,  hitherto  entirely  neglected  by  the 
Indians,  where  these  latter  endeavored  to  es- 
tablish claims  in  order  to  profit  by  the  labor 
of  their  white  neighbors.  In  some  cases, 
lands  have  been  taken  from  the  white  men, 
after  money  and  labor  had  been  expended 
upon  them,  and  given  to  the  Indians ;  these 
latter,  under  the  old  rigime^  would  never  have 
deemed  they  had  any  right  to  make  a  claim. 
Such  proceeding^  are  highly  injudicious,  be- 
cause the  Indians,  being  uneducated,  never 
trouble  themselves  with  the  right  or  wrong  of 
such  expropriations ;  they  can  only  under- 
stand that,  by  creating  a  claim,  they  can  very 
often  secure  property  that  in  no  way  belongs 
to  them,  and,  when  they  are  unsuccessful  in 
this  way,  they  feel  aggrieved,  but  are  unable 
to  say  in  what  way.  Mr.  Scott's  idea  in  rela- 
tion to  the  extinguishment  of  Indian  claims 
by  purchase,  was  very  properly  characterised 
by  Senator  Cornwall  as  mean,  inasmuch  as 
the  paltry  sums  given  by  the  Dominion  Gov- 
ernment for  the  magnificent  tei-ritory  they 
have  acquired  in  this  way  from  the  Indians 
are  not  instances  of  the^-  generosity  to  boast 
of,  or  Kuch  as  to  hold  up  to  the  rest  of  the 
world  as  worthy  of  imitation.  Their  success 
in  this  way  has,  no  doubt,  been  remarkable, 

Hon.  Mr,  ComwalL 


but  we  think  ours  will  bear  favorable  com- 
parison .  We  have  not  endeavored  to  act,  as 
it  is  said  some  of  the  first  adventurers  on  tbis 
coast  did  in  what  is  now  the  neighboring  re- 
public, inducing  tbe  Indians  to  barter  their 
gold  for  worthless  trinkets  or  draughts  of  *  fire 
water.'  M[e  made  bargains  for  their  land 
until  it  became  evident  that  they  were  pre- 
pared to  sell  it  all,  in  order  to  have  the  white 
men  to  live  amongst  them,  and  the  Govern- 
ment wisely  stepped  in  to  prevent  such 
wholesale  alienation.  The  choicest  portions 
of  the  country  were  set  apart  for  them,  and 
which  they  were  not  allowed  to  sell.  Many 
of  these  reservations  have  never  since  been 
occupied,  because  the  Indians  preferred  being 
employed  by  the  white  men  for  wages .  They 
caught  salmon  during  the  fishing  season, 
which  they  stored  in  trees  (these  stores  always 
respected  by  white  men) ;  thus,  with  the  pro- 
duct of  their  potatoes,  they  were  always  sure 
of  food  for  the  winter.  During  the  summer 
they  acted  as  farm  hands^  firemen  on  steam- 
ers, packers,  herders,  kc.  All  was  peace  and 
good  will.  Now  they  have,  or  are  said  to 
have,  unlimited  ideas  of  what  they  are  entitled 
to  from  somebody,  not  always  well  defined, 
and  are  always  Tetidy  to  meet  a  commissioner 
or  superintendent  with  a  long  catalogue  of 
grievances.  That  they  had  grievances,  and 
that  it  was  necessary  to  adjust  and  define  the 
boundaries  of  their  reserves,  no  one  will  deny, 
and  that  the  recent  work  of  the  commission- 
ers has,  under  the  circumstances,  done  much 
good,  and  prevented  serions  disputes,  there 
can  be  no  d*ubt.  But  we  insist  tbat  the 
Federal  servants  have  done  much  to  lead  the 
Indians  to  think  they  had  been  unjustly 
treated,  and  that  the  Indians  are  at  this  mo- 
ment in  blissful  ignorance  of  how  the  injus- 
tice arose,  we  think,  must  be  conceded.  If 
the  expenditure  has  be«n  heavy  (which  we 
deny,  having  in  this  Province  about  as  many 
Indians  as  there  are  in  all  the  rest  of  the  Do- 
minion), it  is  entirely  owing  to  the  way  in 
which  the  Federal  Government  insist  upon 
treating  them.  Like  everything  else  con- 
nected with  this  Province,  they  persist  in  ap- 
plying treatment  only  suited  to  the  Eastern 
Provinces.'" 

The  amendmeutfl  wei-e  concurred  in. 


MORTGAGES  OF  REAL  ESTATE  BILL. 
COMMONS   AMENDMENTS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the 
Commons,  returning  Bill  (11)  **  An  Act 
relating  to  IntereRt  on  moneys  secured 
liy  mortgage  of  real  estate,"  and  stating 
that  they  had  disagreed  +0  two  amend- 
ments ;  the  first  to  clause  5,  and  the 
second  to  clause  A. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— 
We  need  say  very  little  moi-e  about  the 
amendments  to  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons have  agreed,  but,  with  reference  to 
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,  the  two  to  which  thej  have  disnented, 
it  rests  with  this  Chaaibe  )^  say  what 
coui'se  shall  be  adopted.  The  amend- 
ments to  which  they  have  dissented  are 
the  one  proposed  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Richmond,  the  proviso  to  clause 
'5,  and  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Prescott,  clause  A. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  there  were 
four  amendments,  to  two  of  which  the 
Ck>mmons  had  disagreed.  They  had 
strucK  out  the  proviso  in  the  5th  clause, 
and  they  had  assented  to  the  amend* 
ment  which  was  based  on  that  proviso. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  said  he  had  ob- 
jected strongly  to  clause  "  A/'  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  unconstitutional,  and 
the  Commons  bad  also  entertained  that 
view  of  the  case.  If  the  other  Cham  her  had 
been  logically  consistent,  they  ought  to 
have  accepted  the  amendment  of  his  hon. 
friend  from  Richmond  to  the  5  th  clause. 

Hun.  Mr.  MILLER  did  not  think 
there  was  any  inconsistency  in  the  po- 
sition taken  by  the  other  llouie  in 
reference  to  these  two  amendments. 
They  had  rejected  the  first  amendment — 
that  was  the  one  he  had  proposed  to  the 
5th  clause — not  on  the  ground  of  its  un- 
constitutionality, but  on  the  ground  of 
its  inexpediency.  It  was  clear  that  that 
was  the  only  coun»e  they  could  have 
adopted,  because  the  effect  of  this  proviso 
would  be  to  limit  the  application  of  the 
5th  clause,  and  if  it  were  oonstitutional 
to  give  the  larger  power  in  that  clause, 
as  it  came  before  the  House,  certainly 
there  could  be  nothing  unconstitutional 
in  limiting  that  power  in  the  proviso. 
With  regard  to  the  amendment  of  his 
hon.  friend  from  Prescott  (Dr.  Brouse), 
the  House  would  recollect  how  it  was 
moved.  His  hon.  friend  had  not  had 
time  to  frame  the  amendment  properly, 
though,  if  the  suggestion  which  was 
thrown  out  at  the  time  had  been  adopted, 
it  would  have  made  the  amendment  per- 
fectly constitutional.  The  difficulty  was 
that  the  word  "  principal "  had  been 
introduced  where  the  word  "interest" 
only  should  have  appeared.  He  (Mr. 
Miller)  had  had  the  authority  of  the 
Minbtcr  of  Justice  on  the  point  that,  if 
it  had  been  made  conditional  that  no 
interest  could  be  recoverable  under  a 
mortgage  where  the  |>ower  of  sale  was 
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reserved  unless  notice  of  sale  were  given 
for  two  months,  it  would  have  been  per- 
fectly constitutional.  He  had  had  a  con- 
versation yesterday  with  the  Minis- 
ter of  Justice,  who  had  taken  ob- 
jection to  the  word  "  principal "  being 
introduced.  He  (Mr.  Miller)  had  not 
changed  his  mind  in  the  slightest  degree 
as  to  the  power  of  the  House  to  make^  • 
the  amendment  in  the  form  that  he  had 
suggested  ;  and  the  only  regret  that  he 
had  was  that,  in  the  hurried  framing  of 
the  amendment,  there  had  not  been  time 
to  word  it  properly. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY  thought  his- 
hon.  friend  was  mistaken.  Clause 
**  A "  had  b^n  rejected  on  the 
ground  that  it  professed  to  deal  with  the 
principal,  and  that  was  an  objection 
which  he  (Mr.  Dickey)  considered  valid. 
The  House  of  Commons  had  placed  them- 
selves in  this  position  :  they  had  objected 
to  the  amendment  to  the  5th  clause,  and,, 
having  rejected  that  proviso,  which 
would  have  confined  its  operation  ta 
cases  in  the  1st  section — that  was  ta 
say,  to  cases  of  interest  on  sinking  fund 
— they  allowed  the  last  amendment, 
based  upon  that  proviso,  to  remain. 
Therefore,  with  all  submission  to  his 
hon.  friend,  he  contended  that  the  incon- 
sistency still  remained. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOTSFORD— I  move  that 
the  Senate  insist  upon  the  amendment  to 
the  5th  clause. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— I  . 
doubt  whether  that  is  desirable,  unless 
we  wish  to  thrown  out  the  Bill  alto- 
gether. Is  it  not  better  to  have  the  Bill 
as  it  stands,  with  these  two  amendments, 
than  to  drop  it  ?  The  amendment  cf  the 
hon.  Senator  from  Richmond  is  one 
which  would  probably  be  introduced  in 
another  session,  and  the  other  might  aUo 
be.framed  in  such  language — 1  do  not  say 
that  I  am  of  that  opinion — as  would 
render  it  constitutional  and  unobjection- 
able. Then  there  would  follow  the 
curious  anomaly,  which  is  that,  the  last 
amendment  referring  to  the  proviso, 
struck  out  of  the  5Ui  clause,  would  re- 
main. Still  it  would  do  no  harm.  It 
would  be  odd  and  absurd,  it  is  true,  but 
it  would  not  interfere  with  the  B'il. 
Whether  that  would  not  be  better  than 
rejecting  the  Bill  altogether  is  for  the 
House  to  say. 
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Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE— The  whole  his 
tory  of  the  Bill  has  been  an  anomaly.  In 
the  first  place,  there  were  certain  abuses 
to  be  corrected.  Amendments  were  in- 
troduced in  the  Bill  in  this  House,  and 
the  measure  was  then  sent  down  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  where  it  was  rejected ; 
and  a  Bill  has  been  sent  up  to  us,  the 
object  of  which,  originally,  was  to  limit 
the  rate  of  interest  to  seven  per  cent.., 
but,  into  this  Bill,  have  be^n  introduced 
all  the  clauses  of  our  Bill,  which  they 
threw  out.  This  measure  which  is  now 
before  us,  however,  corrects  certain  abuses, 
and  it  strikes  me  that,  if  we  cannot  get 
all  that  we  want,  we  should  take  what 
we  can  get — half  a  loaf  is  better  than  no 
bread  ;  and,  therefore,  T  am  willing  to 
accept  what  the  House  of  Commons  has 
given  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  AIKINS— In  order  that 
the  Senate  may  not  be  misled,  I  may  state 
diat  this  is  not  the  legislation  which  was 
introduced  in  this  House.  This  Bill  had  its 
second  reading  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
month  of  February,  and  it  went  to  com- 
mittee and  was  leported  with  those 
clauses,  to  which  my  hon.  friend  refers, 
before  he  gave  notice  of  his  in  thiis 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBBS— I  think,  in  the 
interest  of  the  banks,  and  more  particular- 
ly of  those  on  whose  behalf  this  legisla- 
tion is  sought,  it  would  be  far  better  that 
this  Bill  should  drep.  The  (Government 
could,  during  recess,  prepare  a  message, 
which  they  might  introduce  m  the  early 
part  of  next  session,  and  then  we  can 
legislate  in  the  right  direction.  I,  for 
one,  shall  offer  no  opposition  te  such  a 
meafiure  if  it  should  be  introduced  next 
year.  I  think  the  House  should  not 
place  a  law  upon  the  Statute  book  which 
is  not  well  digested.  This  measure  is 
crude  and  incoherent.  Some  of  the  best 
legal  minds  in  this  House  disagree  as  to 
its  effect  One  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
it  is  innocuous ;  another  takes  the  opposite 
view,  and  I  think,  therefore,  it  is  better 
to  let  it  drop. 

Hon.  Mr.  DICKEY— I  do  not  see 
how  the  House,  with  any  regard  for 
itself  or  with  any  consistency,  can  submit 
to  the  rejection  of  those  amendments,  or, 
at  the  same  time,  accept  the  Bill  as  it 
stands,  because,  as  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Militia  has  explained,  the  amendment  to 
Hon,  Sir  Alex,  Campbell. 


the  last  clause  is  utterly  inconsistent  with 
the  rejection  of  the  amendment  in  the 
5th  clause.  If  we  could  amend  the  Bill, 
that  difficulty  might  be  removed,  but  it 
is  too  late  in  the  session  to  do  that,  and,^ 
under  the  cireumstances,  I  cannot  see 
any  alternative  but  to  throw  out  the 
Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  CORNWALL—Tt  would 
be  much  better  to  let  the  Bill  drop.  It 
is  so  peculiar  in  its  phraseology  that  it 
would  only  lead  to  difficulty.  I  confess 
I  cannot  make  it  out,  and  I  am  sure  that 
ordinary  readers  will  never  bj)  able  to 
understand  it 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— I  wish  to  know, 
from  the  leader  of  the  Government,  if  he 
considers  the  clause8  1,  2,  3,  4  and  5  will 
be  inoperative  in  consequence  of  the 
amendments  made  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  clause  6. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— If  so,  that  is  all 
we  want,  and  I  press  concurrence  in  the 
amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— We  have  net 
got  all  we  want. 

Hon.  Mr.  HOPE— The  first  four 
clauses  are  precisely  the  same  as  those 
which  this  House  unanimously  agreed  to 
introduce  in  the  Bill  which  we  sent 
do^n  to  the  House  of  Commons.  We 
are  getting  this  legislation  and  clause  5, 
which  the  hon.  Senator  from  Prescott 
originally  proposed  to  insert  in  our  Bill, 
but  which  he  afterwards  withdrew.  So 
that,  really,  we  are  getting  what  we  want 

Hon.  Mr.  READ— A  good  deal  has 
been  said  about  the  crude  character  of 
this  Bill.  If  we  are  correctly  informed, 
it  was  framed  by  two  of  the  best  lawyers 
in  the  country,  and  the  result  ot  their 
labors  is  the  production  of  something  no- 
body can  understand. 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  motion, 
which  was  rejected  by  the  following 
vote: — 

CoNTEirrs  : 
Hon.    Messrs. 


Boteford 

Cornwall, 

Dever, 

Dickey, 

Gibbe, 


Macdonald, 

Macpherson   {Speaker), 

Miller, 

Penny, 
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McMaster, 
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A  message  was 

sent  to  the  House  of 

Commons   to  acquaint  that  House  that 

the   Senate    did 

not    insist    upon    the 

-amendments  rejected  by  that  Chamber. 

THE  SUPPLY  BILL. 

Bill  (126)  "For  granting  to  Her 
Majesty  certain  sums  of  money  to  defray 
certain  expenses  for  the  financial  years 
ending  30th  June,  1880,  and  the  30th 
June,  1881,  and  for  other  purposes  re- 
lating to  the  public  service,"  was  intro- 
duced and  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL-T 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  the  second 
time.  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  a  dis- 
sion  on  the  tariff,  or  the  general  ques- 
tions which  so  often  come  up  on  this 
Bill.  I  congratulate  myself — if  my  hon. 
friend  (Mr.  Macphersim)  will  allow  me 
to  say  so — that  he  is  in  the  chair,  and 
that  his  colleagues  on  this  side  of  the 
House  may  be  spared  the  discussion 
which  he  is  in  the  habit  of  originating 
on  this  question.  I  do  not  know  that 
^e  can  make  anything  by  discussing 
this  measure.  I  only  wish  that  the 
supplies  required  for  Her  Majesty  were 
not  so  large  as  the  Bill  indicates  they 
are.  The  Government  proposes  to  do  its 
best  to  exercise  such  economy  as  is  com- 
patible with  the  efficiency  of  the  public 
service. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Thei-e  are  some 
observations  which  I  should  make  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Supply  Bill,  but, 
considering  the  position  we  are  now  in,  1 
think  I  had  better  defer,  to  a  futui*e 
occasion,  some  remarks  that  I  should  like 
to  have  made  in  i-eference  to  this  subject. 
I  shall  only  say  that  the  sum  appro- 
priated on  the  i)resent  occasion  is  very 
much  in  excess  of  any  amount  that  was 
ever  asked  for  before  for  carrying  on  the 
government  of  this  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— I  think  the  Gov- 
ernment are  to  be  congratulated  that  the 
Horu  Mr,  Read, 


hon.  gentleman  who  so  earnestly  advo- 
cated economy  on  former  occasions  is  now 
in  the  chair.  I  am  sure  that,  if  he  were 
not,  we  should  have  heard  from  him  on 
this  occasion.  I  expected  that,  when  he 
had  an  opportunity  of  putting  in  his 
pruning  knife,  he  would  have  reduced  the 
public  expenditure  very  largely,  and  I 
feel  certain  that,  next  year,  we  shall  have 
a  very  much  smaller  amount  appropriated. 
If  we  have  not,  I  shall  endeavor  to  shew 
how  much  multiplicity  of  evil  counsellors 
is  capable  of  overslaughing  the  best  in- 
tentions. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN— A  good  deal  has 
been  said  to-day  upon  the  subject  of  hur- 
ried legislation,  in  which  I  entirely  con- 
cur, and  I  also  agree  with  those  who 
urge  the  necessity  of  applj^ing  a  remedy 
to  it.  I  venture  to  give  the  House  an 
illustration  of  the  effects  of  hurried 
legislation,  which  comes  to  our  doors  to- 
day. I  have  just  received  a  telegram 
with  respect  to  the  Harbor  Commission- 
ers' Bill,  which,  it  appears,  was  intro- 
duced in  the  other  House  by  the  Gov- 
ernment, with  a  very  important  clause, 
empowering  the  Commissioners  to  reduce 
the  rates  of  towage  on  our  great  water 
highway,  the  Eiver  St.  Lawrence.  That 
clause,  which  was  the  most  important 
one  in  the  Bill,  and  which  the  Harbor 
Commissioners  were  very  anxious  to 
have  passed,  is  left  out  altogether. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— By 

accident  or  by  design  1 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN— By  intention,  I 
suppose.  It  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government  in  the  other  House,  and,  I 
believe,  in  the  hands  of  the  Government 
here.  A  similar  Bill  was  introduced  in 
the  other  House  last  year  and  delayed 
until  near  the  close  of  the  session,  when 
it  came  up,  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  Harbor  Commissioners,  mutilated 
and  deprived  of  a  clause  similar  to  the 
one  to  which  I  have  referred  ;  and  this 
year,  again,  a  similar  omission  occurs. 
The  following  is  the  telegram  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board  : — 

« See  that  the  Harbor  Bill,  No.  124,  as 
originally  introduced  in  the  House  of  Qom- 
mons,  is  the  one  introduced  in  the  Senate. 
The  Bill  now  sent  to  the  Senate  is  of  no  use, 
as  the  most  important  clause  is  left  out." 

The  Harbor  Commissioners  had  no  noti- 
fication that  that  clause  was  to  be  left 
out.     Thci-e  seems  to  be  some  power  be- 
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hind  the  throne  which  can  influence 
these  things.  What  that  power  is  I  do 
not  know;  but,  if  our  legislation  had 
inoved  a  little  more  slowly,  I  might  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  pressing  the  re- 
introduction  of  that  clause. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL— If 
the  clause  was  in  the  Bill  originally,  the 
House  of  Commons  probably  discussed  it 
and  struck  it  out.  It  does  not  follow, 
because  the  Harbor  Commissioners  desire 
it,  that  the  House  would  pass  it 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN— T  am  afraid  that 
the  other  House  had  it  under  considera- 
tion in  the  hurried  way  that  we  had  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  clause  was 
one  regulating  towage  ;  could  we  have 
introduced  such  a  clause  here  1 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN — It  was  not  in- 
creasing taxation,  it  waa  giving  the 
Harbor  Commissioners  power  to  take 
steps  to  reduce  the  rates,  and  to  enable 
them  to  make  private  contracts  Jwitb  in- 
dividual towers. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE— This  towage  is 
done  by  a  private  company  at  Kings- 
ton. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN— This  is  for  another 
service  altogether ;  it  is  for  the  lower  St. 
Lawrence. 

Hon,  Mr.  PENNY— Last  year,  a  Bill 
was  introduced  by  the  Grovernment  with 
this  towage  clause  in  it,  and  I  under- 
stand that  the  measure  came  to  this 
House  exactly  as  it  was  passed  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  was  changed 
here. 

Hon.  Mr.  RYAN— That  shews 
plainly  that  this  House  has  the  right  to 
deal  with  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  PENNY— There  is  no 
doubt  about  that  at  all.  My 
hon.  friend  (Mr.  Ryan)  and  my- 
self, who  were  very  anxious  aboMt 
this  matter,  were  exceedingly  sur- 
prised to  find,  at  the  close  of  last  ses- 
sion, that  one  of  the  most  important 
clauses  in  the  Bill  had  been  eliminated, 
and  this  session  it  has  disappeared  in  a 
most  mysterious  manner  again. 

Hon.    Mr.    BELLEROSE— T   cuunot 
let    this    Supply  Bill  pass  without  con- 
gratulating the  present  Government  on 
having  begun  to  do  justice  to  the  Pro- 
llon,  i/r.  Ryan, 


vince  of  Quebec.  Looking  over  the 
Estimates  and  the  Public  Accounts  for 
four  or  five  years  past,  I  find  that  the 
public  money  has  been  given  away  to 
other  Provinces ;  that,  while  Quebec  has 
been  receiving  shillings,  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars  have  been  expended 
on  public  works  in  other  provinces  of 
the  Dominion.  As  a  representative 
from  the  Province  of  Quebec,  I  cannot 
help,  under  the  circumstances,  congratu- 
lating the  Government  on  having 
thought  fit  to  give  to  our  Province  a 
comparatively  fair  share  of  the  public 
money.  I  congratulate,  especially,  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  on  this  change. 
It  shews  the  advantage  there  is  of  hay- 
ing in  the  Government  members  repre- 
senting the  several  provinces  of  the 
Dominion.  Since  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  has  been  presided  over  by 
a  representative  from  Quebec,  our  Pro- 
vince has  been  treated  bettt^r,  and  re- 
ceived from  the  present  Government  a 
fair  share  of  the  public  money  for  expen- 
diture on  public  works. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  was  read  the  second  and  third  time^i 
and  passed. 


THE  PRINTING  OF  PAELIAMENT. 

Hon.  Dr.  BROUSE,  in  the  absence  of 
Hon.  Mr.  Simpsok,  presented  the  six- 
teenth report  of  the  Joint  Committee  of 
both  Houses  on  the  Printing  of  Parlia-> 
ment,  and  moved  that  it  be  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  objected  to  the 
reception  of  the  report.  He  said  that 
the  House  was  likely  to  get  into  great 
confusion  by  adopting  it  under  the  cir- 
cumstances. It  was  quite  impossible  for 
him  (Mr.  Scott)  to  comprehend  it  with- 
out havinsc  time  to  read  it,  and  he 
objected  to  its  reception  without  due 
notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  ATKINS  rose  to  explain 
the  nature  of  the  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  he  did  not  care 
what  the  circumstances  were.  He  had 
submitted  to  enough.  He  had  taken  no 
exception  to  the  legislation  of  this  House  ; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  the  Senate 
should  swallow  everything.  He  was 
not  prepared  either  to  look  into  the  sub« 
ject  or  to  discuss  iu 
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Hon.  Mr.  ATKINS  said  that  he 
merely  wished  to  explain  to  the  House 
the  position  in  which  Parliament  would 
be  placed  unless  this  report  were 
adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  involves  a  de- 
bate of  the  whole  question,  and  I  object 
to  any  discussion  upon  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  ATKINS  explained  that  the 
14th  report  of  the  Printing  Committee 
having  been  adopted,  the  contract  for  the 
public  printing  waa  cancelled,  and  no 
provision  whatever  was  made  for  making 
a  new  one.  This  sixteenth  report  was  to 
provide  for  a  new  contract. 

"Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  said  that  the 
Grovemment  would  have  to  get  the  work 
done,  and  ask  Parliament  to  sanction 
their  action. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  said 
the  hon.  Senator  from  Ottawa  (Mr. 
Scott)  must  take  the  responsibility  of  his 
action. 

The  matter  then  drop[fed. 

Hon.  Sir  ALEX.  CAMPBELL  moved 
the  adoption  of  the  fifteenth  report  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Printing. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  1.30  p.m. 


THE  PROROGATION. 

This  day,  at  four  o'clock  p.m..  His 
Excellency  the  Governor-General  pro- 
ceeded in  state  to  the  Senate  Chamber, 
and  took  his  seat  upon  the  Throne. 
The  members  of  the  Senate  being  as- 
sembled, His  Excellency  was  pleased  to 
command  the  attendance  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  that  House  being  present, 
the  following  Bills  wei*e  assented  to  in 
Her  Majesty's  name  by  His  Excellency, 
viz: — 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  intituled 
•'  An  Act  respecting  offences  against  the 
person,"  and  to  repeal  the  Act  intittded 
*^  An  Act  to  provide  that  persons  charged 
with  common  assault  shall  be  competent 
a8  witnesses." 

An  Act  respecting  the  Credit  Valley  I 
Hailway  Company. 
Hon,  Mr.  Scott, 


An  Act  to  extend  the  powers  of  the 
Manitoba  South- Western  Colonization 
Hailway  Company,  and  to  further  amend 
the  Act  incorporating  the  said  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Ontario  Re- 
formatory for  Boys. 

An  Act  to  repeal  the  Act  extending 
"  The  Dominion  Lands  Acts"  to  British 
Columbia,  and  to  make  other  provision 
with  respect  to  cei*tain  Public  Lands  in 
that  Province. 

An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Permanent 
Building  Societies  and  Loan  Companies. 

An  Act  to  provide  for  the  winding  up 
of  "  La  Banque  Ville-Marie." 

An  Act  to  incorporate  "The  Great 
North -Wostera  Telegraph  Company  of 
Canada." 

An  Act  to  authorize  the  Corporation 
of  the  Town  of  Emerson  to  construct  a 
Free  Passenger  and  Traffic  Bridge  over 
the  Red  River  in  the  Province  of  M  ani- 
toba. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
the  Montreal  Telegraph  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  "  Pontiac 
Pacific  Junction  RaUway  Company." 

An  Act  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Resident  Representative  Agent  for 
Canada  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  forty-second 
Victoria,  chapter  fifteen,  intituled  "  An 
Act  to  alter  the  Duties  of  Customs  and 
Excise." 

An  Act  for  extending  the  Consolidated 
Act  of  1879,  respecting  duties  imposed 
on  promissory  notes  and  bills  of  exchange, 
to  the  whole  Dominion. 

An  Act  to  enable  the  Harbor  Commis- 
sioners of  Montreal  to  pay  a  life  annuity 
to  the  Widow  of  the  late  Honorable 
John  Young. 

An  Act  to  authorize  the  raising  of  a 
further  sum  to  enable  the  Quebec  Har- 
bor Commissioners  to  complete  their 
Tidal  Dock. 

An  Act  to  repeal  the  Act  forty-second 
Victoria,  chapter  ^yq,  for  granting  an 
annual  subsidy  towards  certain  tele- 
gi*aphic  communication. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  "  An  Act 
respecting  the  Harbor  of  Pictou,  in 
Nova  Scotia."  * 
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An  Act  respecting  the  Reformatory  for 
Juvenile  Offenders  in  Prince  Edward 
Island. 

An  Act  respepting  "The  Industrial 
Refuge  for  Girls  '*  of  Ontario. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
the  Canada  Central  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  authorize  and  provide  for 
the  winding  up  of  the  Consolidated  Bank 
of  Canada. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Assiniboine 
Bridge  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  South  Sas- 
katchewan Valley  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Souris  and 
Rocky  Mountain  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  and  consolidate  the 
several  Acts  i-elating  to  the  North-West 
Territories. 

An  Act  respecting  the  administration 
of  criminal  justice  in  the  territory  in 
dispute  between  the  Governments  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  and  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Acts 
respecting  Dominion  Notes.   • 

An  Act  to  authorize  making  certain 
investigations  under  oath. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  law  of  Evidence 
in  Criminal  Cases,  as  respects  the  taking 
and  use  of  depositions  of  persons  who 
may  be  unable  to  attend  at  the  trial. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Act  res- 
pecting Cruelty  to  Animals. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Nelson 
Valley  Railway  and  Transportation  Com- 
pany. 

An  Act  to  amend  "  The  General  In- 
spection Act,  1874,"  and  the  Act  amend- 
ing it 

An  Act  to  amend  the  law  respecting 
the  removal  of  obstructions  in  navigable 
waters  by  wrecks. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Montreal  As- 
surance Company. 

An  Act  further  to  amend  "The 
Supreme  and  Exchequer  Court  Act." 

An  A<5t  to  incorporate  "The  Winni- 
peg and  Hudson  Bay  Railway  and 
Steamship  Company." 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Dominion  Lands 
Act,  1879. 

An  Act  to  coMsolidate  and  amend  the 
Acts  respecting  the  Inland  Revenue. 
Bills  Assented  to. 


An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting 
the  Inspection  of  Petroleum. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
the  Trinity  House  and  Harbor  Commis- 
sioners of  Montreal. 

An  Act  to  make  better  provision 
respecting  the  navigation  of  Canadian 
waters. 

An  Act  to  confirm  a  certain  Order  of 
the  Governor  in  Council,  respecting  the 
Graving  Dock  at  Esquimalt. 

An  Act  to  ratify  and  confirm  a  certain 
agreement  thei-ein  mentioned,  between 
the  Government  of  Canada  and  the 
Canada  Central  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  "  An  Act  relating 
to  Banks  and  Ranking,"  and  to  continue 
for  a  limited  time  the  charters  of  certain 
Banks  to  which  the  said  Act  applies. 

An  Act  relating  to  Interest  on  moneys 
secured  by  Mortgage  of  Real  Estate. 

An  Act  respecting  certain  Savings* 
Banks  in  the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec. 

An  Act  to  amend  and  consolidate  the 
laws  respecting  Indians. 

Then  the  Speaker  of  the  House  cf 
Commons  addressed  His  Excellency  the 
Governor-General  as  follows  : 

"  Mat  it  pleabb  Youb  Eicwllmcy, 

« In  the  name  of  the  Commons,  I  present  to 
Your  Excellency  a  Bill  intituled  *  An  Act  for 
granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain  sums  of  money 
required  for  defraying  certain  expenses  of  the 
Public  Hervice,  for  the  financial  years  endiog 
respectively  the  30th  June,  1880,  and  the  30th 
June,  1881,  and  for  other  purposes  relating  to 
the  Public  Service/  to  which  I  humbly  request 
Your  Excellency's  assent" 

To  this  Bill  the  Royal  assent  was  sic 
nified  in  the  following  words  : 

«In  Her  Majesty's  name,  His  Excellency 
the  Govemor-General  thanks  He/  loyal  sub- 
jects, accepts  their  benevolence,  and  assentii 
to  this  Bill." 


After  which,  His  Excellency  the  Gov- 
wnor-General  was  pleased  to  close  the 
Second  Session  of  the  Fourth  Par- 
liament of  the  Dominion  with  the  fol- 
lowing 
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SPEECH. 
^Bonorable  Gentlemen  qf  the  Senate; 

«  Gentlemen  of  the  Houee  qf  Commons : 

<<  In  reliering  jou  from  jour  attendance  in 
Parliament,  I  desire  to  offer  my  thanks  for  the 
care  and  assiduity  with  which  jou  haye  applied 
jouraelyes  to  the  performance  of  your  important 
duties. 

*<  The  evidences  of  a  recovery  from  the  long- 
continued  state  of  depression  to  which  I 
alluded  at  the  opening  of  thesession'are,  I  am 
glad  to  believe,  steadily  accumulating,  and  wo 
may,  I  trust,  look  forward  with  some  confi- 
dence to  a  prosperous  year. 

»  The  measures  relating  to  Banking  and  the 
Currency,  and  to  the  amendmant  of  the  Tariff; 
with  the  other  laws  passed  this  session  will,  I 
hope,  aid  in  the  promotion  of  the  anticipated 
prosperity. 

<<  The  expectations  of  a  large  immigration  of 
valuable  settlers  into  the  North-West,  in  which 
I  then  ventured  to  indulge,  appear,  from  the 
latest  information,  to  be  fully  realized. 

«  The  laws  for  the  better  organization  of  the 
North- West  ferritories,  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Dominion   Lanxls  Act,  and  for  the  more 


efficient  management  of  Indian  affairs,  must 
tend  greatly  to  the  advantage  of  that  vast  and 
interesting  region. 

"  The  measure  for  the  consolidation  of  the 
laws  concerning  the  Inland  Revenue  and  the 
other  important  Acts  relating  to  the  public 
interest!  seem  well  adapted  to  promote  those 
interests. 

«  Gentlemen  qf  the  Uouu  qf  Comtnont  : 
^  I  thank  you,  in  Her  Majesty's  name,  for  the 

supplies  you  have  so  liberally  voted. 
**  I  trust  that  the  vigorous  efforts  made  to 

settle  the  Indian  bands  of  the  North- West  on. 

their  Reserves  will  diminish,  in  the  future,  the 

calls  made  on  the  public  Treasury  for  aid  to 

save  them  from  starvation. 

"Bonorable  Gentlemen  qfthe  Senate; 
"  Gentlemen  qfthe  Home  qf  Commons  : 
"  The  appropriations  made  will  enable  my 
Government  steadily  to  prosecute  the  con- 
struction of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and 
to  hasten  the  completion  of  our  Canal  system. 
"  In  bidding  you  fiurewell,  I  desire  to  express 
my  earnest  desire    for  your   happiness  and 
prosperity  in  your  several  homes.*' 
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